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- OSCAR NASH, F.1.A., Actuary and Secretary. 
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of HIS MAJESTY’S JUDGES, 
BEAUTIFULLY PRINTED ON INDIA AND PLATE PAPER. 


“The Portraits have all the softness of a mezzotint, and, moreover, a dignity befitting 
the Judges of the King’s Bench.””—See Press Opinions. 


From THE LAW PUBLISHING SOCIETY, 16, London-street, E.C. 
PHCNIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 
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19, LOMBARD STREET, and 57, CHARING CROSS, LONDON. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
4 In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, withou 
special valuation and at low rates. 
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Tat PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to thi Soci ‘ty 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
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The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate 
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According to last results. 
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30 yrs. 
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Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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Pesin sire continue to be + wage. Ca once the pe | 
of London a large proportion o persons charged wi 
offences are aliens, and ft is urged that some restriction should 
be placed upon their entry into this country. The recent 
eckham, and the suggestion that a 
vendetta has been declared by one section of Armenians against 
another, have contributed to strengthen these complaints, and 
letters have been written to the newspa asking whether 
there is any law by which a icular dane aliens can be 
deported from the country. The answer, of course, is that there 
is no special law which confers — the executive any such 
general powers of deportation. the case of Musgrove v. 
Chun Teenong Toy (1891, A. C. 272), Lord Hatssury, L.C., sa, 
with regard to the question whether an alien has a legal right, 
enforceable by action, to enter British territory, ‘‘ No authority 
exists for the proposition that an alien has any such right. 
Circumstances may occur in which the refusal to it an 
alien to land might be such an interference with international 
comity as would properly give rise to diplomatic remon- 
strance from the country of which he was a native, but 
it is quite another thing to assert that an alien excluded from 
any part of his Maj s dominions by the executive govern- 
ment there, can maintain an action in a British court.” But a 
right to deport aliens stands upon a different footing. It exists 
in the United States in the case of Chinese immigrants who 
have entered the country in defiance of the law, and in some of 
our colonies which possess representative government. It is 
many years since Lord Patmgrsron took occasion to observe 
that no alien Bill had ever been passed giving the Government 
the power of ing foreigners, except with reference to 
considerations conn with the internal safety of the country. 
This exception may be held to justify some interference with 
the immigration of aliens, but we are not aware that any such 
step is contemplated by the Government. 





Tue Sars of Goods Act, 1893, enacts, by section 12, that, in a 

contract of sale, unless the circumstances of the contract are such 

as to shew a different intention, there is an implied condition on 
2 
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the part of the seller that, in the case of a sale, he has a right to 
sell the goods. In a case of Taylor v. Buckley, heard in the 
Louth County Court, an action was brought by auctioneers for 
the price of goods purchased at an auction by the defendant. The 
defence was that the goods were not the property of the deceased 
person whose goods were the subject of the sale. There being 
no dispute as to the facts, there was, primd facie, a defence to the 
action ; but the plaintiffs relied upon a clause in the conditions 
of sale, by which the auctioneers were not to be responsible for 
the correctness of the description or measurement or genuineness 
of any article: “they are believed to be correct, and are sold 
subject to all errors in description or otherwise, but the auc- 
tioneers make no warranty whatever.’”’ The judge held that 
the terms of this clause were such as to exclude any implied 
undertaking as to title on the part of the auctioneers, and he 
gave judgment for the plaintiffs. The only argument which was 
open to the defendant was that the words “ the auctioneers make 
no warranty whatever” were limited by the context, which 
related exclusively to the description, measurement, or genuine- 
ness of the article; but we think that this argument was properly 
rejected, and that the interpretation of the clause was according 
— would be the general understanding of buyers and 
sellers. 





Ir appears, from the report of an inquest in London upon the 
body of a person who had committed suicide, that he had left a 
letter in which he stated that it was his wish that the authorities 
of St. George’s Medical School should accept his mortal remains 
in the interests of science. The letter went on, “I have the right 
to dispose of my body.” When this passage was read, the 
coroner observed: “‘That is notso. He cannot leave his body 
as he wishes. It is not an estate that is testamentary.’ This 
statement is in accordance with the judgmentof Kay, J., in 
Williams v. Williams (20 Ch. D. 659). In that case the counsel 
for the plaintiff urged that it had always been considered that a 
man could dispose of his own body, and that if he directed his 
executors to bury him in a particular place or way, they must do 
so. But the learned judge said: ‘It is quite clearly the law of 
this country that there can be no property in the dead body of a 
human being.” He referred to Reg. v. Fox (2 Q. B. 246), 
where a gaoler had refused to deliver up to the executors the 
body of a person who died while a prisoner unless they 
would satisfy certain claims made by the gaoler against the 
deceased, and concluded that ‘the law in this country is clear 
that after the death of a man his executors have a right to the 
custody and possession of his body (although they have no 
property in it) until it is properly buried. It follows that a 
man cannot by will dispose of his dead body. If there be no 
property in a dead body, it is impossible that by will or any 
other instrument the body can be disposed of.” There can, 
however, be no doubt that a large number of persons are under 
the impression that a testator is entitled to give such directions 
as to the disposition of his body after his death as he thinks 
proper, and this belief will probably continue in spite of the 
clearest declaration of the law. 





AN INTERESTING question recently arose at the Bradford County 
Court in a vendor's action for specific performance of a con- 
tract for the sale of land. By the terms of the contract it was 
provided that the land was sold subject to the “Staveley condi- 
tions” of 1876, one of which was to the effect that not 
more than four detached or semi-detached houses should be 
built on lot 41. The land in question in the action consisted of, 
approximately, one quarter in extent of lot 41, the remainder 
of which had been previously sold by the vendor. About one- 
half of the original lot 41 had been purchased by A., who had 
erected one house only, and the vendor himself built two houses, 
which he sold, on a plot consisting of nearly one-quarter of lot 
41. The defence set up was that there had been misrepresenta- 
tion, the land having been sold as building land, when, as a matter 
of fact, there was no right to build at all. It was argued, on 


behalf of the purchaser, that on the conveyance to A. of half the 
land the whole right of building four houses had passed to him ; 
that he could at any time build the four houses on his land, and 
that the building rights were, therefore, exhausted. It was 





contended for the vendor that the right to build four houses 
attached to the whole of lot 41, and was not exhausted until they 
had been actually erected. The action was brought by the 
executors of the vendor, who was dead, and it was, therefore, 
impossible to contradict the evidence of the purchaser, who 
swore that, although he knew the state of affairs, the vendor 
had assured him that he had a right to build one house. The 
plaintiffs also contended that the land never had been sold as 
building land, bit for the purpose of making a road. It was 
held by Judge Bomras, K.C., that there had been a representa- 
tion of the land as building land, and that the contract must be 
rescinded on the ground that there was no ab%olute right to 
build, but only a right limited by the action of A., who might 
have anticipated the purchaser in commencing to build, in 
which case lot 41 would Sas had its full complement of buildings 
and the purchaser’s land would be useless to him. The judge 
also ordered the deposit to be returned. But it is a little diffi- 
cult to understand how the purchaser was entitled to rely on 
a representation of the vendor which amounted practically to a 
4 opinion on the construction of the ‘“ Staveley conditions.” 





WE Hap recently occasion to comment upon the discussion 
which has arisen over the proposed sale of a square in Kensing- 
ton, with the private garden attached to it. A correspondence 
has now been published which took place between the London 
County Council and Messrs. Frapeare & Co., acting on behalf of 
the owners of the square. This correspondence commences by a 
letter in which the Council announce that they have decided 
that application shall be made in the next session of Parliament 
to secure the restrictions against, and prevent, any building over 
the garden of the square. In their reply to this letter Messrs. 
FLapGarTE observe that there can be no question that, should any 
statute be passed which may authorize or empower the Council 
or any public body to interfere with or affect the rights of the 
private owner, it will contain provisions for his full compensation. 
Assuming that any covenant by the owner of the garden, as 
between himself and the occupiers of the adjoining houses, not 
to build upon the garden, has expired, and that the owner has now 
a clear title to sell it for building purposes, the effect of the pro- 
posed statute would be to depreciate the value of the land by 
imposing a perpetual servitude upon it for the benefit of the 
neighbourhood. This is a head of damage for which it is not 
always usual to award compensation. An Act which imposes 
restrictions upon the height of buildings, and which requires 
new streets to be of a certain width, may be said to diminish the 
value of the land to the building owner, but it is not usual in 
such an Act to make any provision for the recompense of the 
person whose property is thus encumbered. The question raised 
by Messrs. Fiapeare will no doubt be carefully considered ; and 
as the County Council may possibly invite the Legislature to pass 
an enactment for the preservation of all the square gardens in 
London as open spaces, it is important that some section should, 
in express terms, deal with the subject of compensation. 





In THE case of Attorney-General for Ontario v. Hamilton 
Street Railway (1903, A. C, 524) a number of questions had been 
referred to the Court of Appeal for Ontario by the Lieutenant- 
Governor pursuant to section 84 of the Revised Statutes of 
Ontario, 1897. From the judgment of the court giving answers 
to these questions there was an appeal to the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council. In the judgment of the Judicial 
Committee, which was delivered by the Lord Chancellor, he states 
the practice of the board, when asked to give a judicial opinion 
upon hypothetical questions. Such questions have never been 
regarded with much favour by the courts of law or equity. It 
was held, soon after the passing of the Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1852, that where a special case was stated, the courts would 
decline to give any opinion when there was reason to 
believe that the action was not bond fide brought for the 
purpose of determining a matter in controversy between 
the parties; that they could not entertain speculative 
questions; that the Act merely enabled them to hear 
without pleadings questions which might have been raised with 
pleadings. A similar practice was adopted by the Court of 








Ohancery, and in Bright v. Tyndall (4 Ch. D. 189), upon a 
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ecial case to obtain a decision whether persons not in esse 
would be entitled, under certain circumstances which might 
never arise, to a share in property, the court declined to decide 
the question, being of opinion that it would be injurious to the 
parties to have that decision until the events should happen 
which would give rise to the question. The Lord Chancellor 
in Attorney-General for Ontarto v. Hamilton Street Railway 
refers to the questions submitted to the court in these words: 
“‘ They are questions proper to be considered in concrete cases 
only, and opinions expressed upon the operation of the sections 
referred to, and the extent to which they are applicable, would 
be worthless for many reasons. They would be worthless as 
being speculative opinions on hypothetical questions. It would 
be contrary to principle, inconvenient, and inexpedient that 
opinions should given upon such questions at all. When 
they arise they must arise in concrete cases involving private 
rights, and it would be extremely unwise for any judicial 
tribunal to attempt beforehand to exhaust all possible cases and 
facts which might occur to qualify, cut down, and override the 
operation of particular words where the concrete case is not 
before it.” Anyone who has read a collection of the opinions 
of eminent counsel, and has contrasted those which are given 
upon hypothetical questions with those which are given upon 
cases which have actually arisen, will heartily concur in these 
observations. 





A rxcenT trial for murder at the Chester Assizes illustrates 
the extreme care with which our judges deal with statements 
said to have been made by a deceased person. The prisoner 
was charged with the murder of her Sbend by stabbing him 
with a knife. The man was dying, and in the presence of a 
magistrate, and of the prisoner, he made a statement which 
was taken down in writing in the first person. The statement 
began, ‘I believe I am dying,” and then proceeded to relate 
very shortly what the prisoner had done. This statement was 
tendered in evidence by the prosecution as a dying declaration; but 
it was objected to, and Brucz, J., upheld the objection, and decided 
that, as the statement was made by the deceased in answer to 
questions, it could not be accepted as a dying declaration, because 
the questions were not taken down in writing, as well as the 
answers thereto, in the very words of the deceased. The judge 
in so deciding was following Cavs, J., in Reg. v. Mitchell (17 Cox 
503). In that case, when the woman said to have been 
murdered was dying, a magistrate and clerk attended at her bed- 
side to take her deposition. The prisoner and her solicitor also 
were inattendance. Questions were asked the dying woman, and 
her answers were taken down as a statement in the first person 
in the ordinary form of a deposition. The solicitor for the 
prisoner was cross-examining the dying woman when the 
magistrate had to stop him because of the woman’s serious 
condition. Under these circumstances the judge rejected the 
statement as a deposition under section 6 of 30 & 31 
Vict. c. 35, on the ground that the prisoner had not had 
“full opportunity of cross-examining the deceased person,” 
which the statute makes a condition of the reception of such 
a deposition in evidence. The judge also rejected the statement 
as a dying declaration, because the questions had not been 
written down as well as the answers. He said that a dying 
declaration must be in the very words of the deceased, and if 


made in answer to questions, the questions as well as the- 


answers must be proved, as a great deal may be suggested 
by a question. In the recent case, however, Brucs, J., 
having rejected the statement as a dying declaration on these 
grounds, allowed it to be proved and given in evidence as a 
deposition under the statute on it being shown that the prisoner 
was present and had full opportunity of cross-examining, and 
that the other conditions of the statute had been complied with. 
The admission in evidence of a dying declaration is a well- 
established exception to the ordinary rules as to hearsay 
evidence. For this reason the judges guard the admission of these 
declarations with the greatest care, and the tendency seems to be 
more and more in the direction of rejecting them, except in the 
very clearest cases. In the case of Reg. v. Jenkins (17 W. R. 621, 
L. R. 1 O, OC. R. 187) Byzzs, J., is reported to have said that 
the judges “should guard with jealousy the admissibility of 
such declarations, the admission of which is an exception to the 


ordinary rules of evidence, for they may be made without the 
sanction of an oath, and when the Lage Da in no fear or danger 
of the penalties of perjury, and when persons making them 
are very liable to the influences of misrepresentation or error.” 
Certainly the judges follow the advice of Byzs, J., and are 
sometimes almost hypercritical in supporting grounds of objection 
to the admission of these declarations. 





A curtous question of priority as between a mortgagee of 
land and the persons enti to a testamentary charge upon it 
was decided by the Court of Appeal in Nightingale v. 

(52 W. R. 1). A testator, who died in 1851, devised his real 
estate to his son for life, and charged it with three sums of 
£5,000 in favour of the children respectively of his three 
daughters who attained twenty-one. In 1880 two of these 
charges had become raiseable, and an action, in which the tenant 
for life was plaintiff and the remaindermen were defendants, 
was commenced for the purpose of raising the two sums 
of £5,000, and also money which was required for enfranchisement. 
An order was made, and was served on the persons interested in the 
charges. A mortgagee—the plaintiff in the present action—was 
found who was prepared to advance £10,862, which was sufficient 
for these purposes, and also to provide for the costs of the action, 
and a mortgage was executed under the direction of the court. 
The recitals in the mortgage shewed the title to the three 
charges, and that two of them had become raiseable by reason of 
two of the testator’s daughters having had children who had 
attained twenty-one, and the operative part made the tenant for life 
convey the real estate in fee simple subject to redemption “so 
as to pass the full benefit of the charge created by the said will, in 
priority to the said life estate or interest, for the purpose of raising 
the portions of £5,000 and £5,000. So far as regards the 
life estate, the tenant for life conveyed as beneficial 
owner; so far as regards the estates in remainder, he 
conveyed as trustee. Under a mortgage taken in this way 
in pursuance of an order of the court, the mortgagee, of 
course, usually expects to get a security clear of any 
questions which may subsequently arise among the beneficiaries, 
But in the present case no provision had been made with respect 
to the raising of the third sum of £5,000, and when in course of 
time this became raiseable the question arose —— it sa Ae 
rank after, or pari passu with, the moiaaa> pparently the 
court could have given the mo a title to the land free 
from the third charge had this been intended, and then the 
responsibility would have been upon the court to see that there 
would be no difficulty in obtaining an advance of the third sum 
of £5,000 when required. But it has been held by the Court of 
Appeal, affirming the judgment of Kexewicu, J., that this was 
not the effect of the mortgage deed. The clearest indication of 
the real intention of the deed was found in the words which 
conferred upon the mortgagee the benefit of the two. charges 
for which he was finding the money. Had these been treated 
as discharged, it would have been easier to hold that all the 
charges were gone so far as concerned the mortgagee. But 
seeing that two were expressly kept up in his favour, it was a 
natural inference that the third continued to exist pari passu with 
them. Hence, the security having declined in value, the 
mortgagee had to share it with the persons entitled to the third 
sum of £5,000. 





AN IMPORTANT question of practice as to the rectification of 
orders of the court was discussed by the Court of Appeal last 
week in Charles Bright § Co. v. Sellar (ante, p. 18). A 
charging order had been made at chambers in pursuance of a 
judgment given in an action whereby the judgment was made a 
charge on certain shares standing in the name of a third party 
and also on a sum of cash in his hands. It was alleged that 
the order was erroneous on the face of it in including the sum of 
cash ; and the above action, in which the position of the parties 
to the earlier action was was commenced for the 
purpose of having the order reviewed. Under the old 
practice it seems that a bill of review might be brought 
when an order was bad in law on its face, or when 
fresh facts, not available at the neang, So been discovered ; 
but this assumed that the order had enrolled. Prior to 





enrolment rectification could be secured by a petition of rehear- 
° 
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ing. All this procedure, however, belonged to the days when 
there was no Court of Appeal, and so far as it was aimed at 
correcting an error of law, it was in effect appellate jurisdiction. 
In Re St. Nazaire Co. (27: W. R. 854, 12 Ch. D. 88), it was held 
by the Court of Appeal that under the Judicature Acts all the 
appellate jurisdiction of the old Court of Chancery was trans- 
ferred to the Court of Appeal. Consequently, proceedings 
for the purpose of correcting an error in law, even though 
apparent on the face of the order, must now be by way of 
appeal to the Court of Appeal, and so it has been held in Charles 
Bright § Co., v. Sellar. The order there had not been enrolled, 
but obviously the same procedure would be necessary if it had 
been enrolled. Where, however, there is new evidence, or where 
a judgment has been obtained by fraud, the Court of Appeal 
point out that the proceedings are rather in the nature of a fresh 
action, and a resort to the Court of Appeal is not necessary. 
‘¢ Actions of this nature,” said Cozens-Harpy, L.J., in delivering 
the judgment of the court, ‘“‘do not invite the High Court to 
rehear on the old materials. Fresh facts are brought forward, 
and the litigation may well be regarded as new and not appellate 
in its nature, because not involving any decision contrary to the 
previous decision of the High Court.” 





——__s 


Passive Resistance to Education Rates occasionally gives rise 
to disputes in connection with the distress for rates and the 
expenses of it, and it may be well to draw attention to the fact 
that the Distress (Costs) Act, 1817 (57 Geo. 3, c. 93), which 
limits the costs of a distress for rent in cases where the sum due 
does not exceed £20, has been applied to distress for rates, where 
the sum due is similarly small, by the Distress (Costs) Act, 1827 
(7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 17). And it is also worthy of note that the Act 
of 1817, by section 7, enacts that : 

A fair printed copy of this Act shall be hung up in some convenient place 

in such halls or rooms where the justices of each and every county in 
England and Wales shall hold either their quarter or other sessions. 
It will be observed that no particular person is charged with the 
duty of hanging up the required copy of the Act, so that the 
above direction is practically unenforceable. It is nevertheless 
‘the law of the land, and, as it is for the benefit of persons dis- 
trained upon, they are entitled to all advantages which may flow 
to them from its being disregarded — though what such 
advantages may be it is by no means easy to say. In the case 
of the Innkeepers Act, 1863, the innkeeper is deprived of its 
benefit unless he conspicuously exhibits ‘at least one copy,” 
which, as was held in Spice v. Bacon (25 W. R. 840), must be 
correct in every material particular; but the framers of the Act 
of 1817 have not strengthened it in a similar manner. 








The Changes Introduced by the 
New County Court Rules. 


REsuMING our review of the main alterations or amendments of 
the practice, we will now glance at some of those relating to the 
parties to an action. 

Parties.—Ord. 3, r. 8, which regulates the procedure to be 
adopted by a defendant who desires to defend on behalf of others, 
has been amended, and a copy of the summons and particulars 
in the action must be served with the copy order. Two new 
forms—form 96 of order for defendant to defend on behalf of 
others having the same interest, and form 98 of notice to persons 
on whose behalf the defendant has obtained leave to defend—are 
prescribed. The following rule 9, which corresponds to R. 8. ., 
ord. 16, r. 94, confers a new power upon the court to approve a 
compromise in the absence of persons interested if satisfied that 
such compromise will be for the benefit of the absent persons, 
and to order that it shall be binding on the absent persons. 
As regards parties who are under disability, the rather elaborate, 
and often unnecessary, procedure prescribed by the old rules for 
the appointment of guardians ad litem to infants or persons of 
unsound mind in all cases has been modified (ord. 7, r. 50 (7)) 
by new provisos to the effect that where such a person is sued 





for a debt or other liquidated demand the procedure prescribed 
by rules 50 and 51 need not be followed unless the judge or, 


registrar thinks it necessary for the protection of such infant or 
person of unsound mind. This exemption is by a new rule, 55, 
extended to petitions, to which also the procedure for the appoint- 
ment of a guardian ad litem is applied by such new rule. More- 
over, by new rule 56 the judge may require a guardian ad litem 
to be appointed for any infant or person of unsound mind served 
with notice of proceedings under any judgment or order. The 
rules relating to partners are by new rule 16 of order 3 applied 
to actions between a firm and its members and between firms 
having one or more members in common. Several useful rules as 
to parties in actions for the administration and execution of trusts 
are imported from the High Court rules. Of these we may 
notice new rule 19 of order 3, corresponding with R. 8. C., 
ord. 16, r. 382 (6), giving the court power to appoint a 
person to represent absent parties where expedient on account 
of the difficulty of ascertaining such persons or in order to 
save expense; and rules 30 and 31, giving the court power to 
dispense with service of notice of a judgment and to bind 
persons service on whom is so dispensed with. Under this head 
we may draw attention to the fact that a third party notice 
cannot now be issued without leave under ord. 11, r. 1, where, if 
the defendant wished to enter a plaint against such third parties, 
he would have to obtain leave to doso. The old rule 2, relating 
to the effect of appearance or default of appearance of a third 
party, has been elaborated into the two new rules 2 and 3 of 
that order. The effect of this is to give power to the court to 
adjourn a case in which the third party has not had sufficient 
time given him in which to appear. The addition isa useful 
one, having regard to the fact that a defendant is required by 
rule 1 to file a notice only five days before the day of trial, so 
that the time given to the third party to appear is really very 
short. The procedure to be followed owing to a change of parties, 
caused by a change or transmission of title or interest, is, in the 
case of a defendant, brought by the amendments to rule 3 of 
order 17 into line with the proceedings on a change of the 
plaintiff’s title, and the amended rule 5 provides a new form of 
notice to a party against whom proceedings are ordered to be 
continued, and service of such notice is to be, according to the 
rules as to service of ordinary summonses, ten clear days at least 
before any further proceedings are taken in the action or matter. 
Moreover, such order for adjournment must be made as may be 
necessary to give effect to the rule. Finally, the amendments 
in rule 7 (old rule 8) enable a person against whom the action 
is continued to force the person entitled to proceed to continue 
the action or in default to have the action struck out. 


Payment into Court or to Plaintif.—A new paragraph 5 to 
rule 13 (old rule 12a) provides that a plaintiff who does not give 
notice in reasonable time of his acceptance of money paid into 
court may be ordered to pay costs reasonably incurred by the 
defendant after making such payment. This amendment was 
made on the suggestion of the Law Society. Rule 15 makes 
the rule as to costs on payment into court under a default 
summons practically the same as that as to costs on payment 
into court under an ordinarysummons. Hitherto there has been 
no established practice dealing with the case, which so often 
occurs, of a defendant paying the money direct to the plaintiff 
instead of into court. New rule 20 applies to such a payment, 
so far as it can be made applicable to the case, the procedure 
prescribed for a plaintiff in the case of payment into court; but 
paragraph 7 deals specially with the method upon which the 
amount in such cases is to be calculated for the purpose of 
yarn the hearing fee and taxing costs, and applies the 
principle laid down in Hughes v. Justin (1894, 1 Q. B. 667). 

Discovery and Inspection.—Since 1893, on an application for 
leave to deliver interrogatories in the High Court, the particular 
interrogatories proposed to be delivered must be submitted. 
This provision is now, by the amendment to ord. 16, r. 3, 
extended to an application for leave to deliver interrogatories 
in the county court. Previously the applicant could not be 
required to produce a copy of the proposed interrogatories. All 
that was necessary was a statement as to their general nature 
and scope: Marten v. Spicer (1886, 32 Ch. D. 592). The amend- 
ments to rules 3, 10, and 16 expressly introduce into those rules 
the limitation in the corresponding High Court rules, by which 
orders for interrogatories, discovery and inspection of docu- 
ments are only.to be made, if naessary, for disposing fairly of 
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the action or matter, or for saving costs. Having regard to the 
fact that the new form of order for inspection (Form 106) is the 
same as the old form (Form 81), the amendments to rule 10 
relating to the drawing up of such order are apparently merely 
declaratory of the existing practice, but the new rules 19 and 20, 
corresponding to R. 8. ©., ord. 31, rr. 19¢ and 20, contain very 
useful provisions. Rule 19, which gives the court power to 
order verified copies of entries instead of inspection of original 
business books, will obviate much inconvenience to business 
men, while by sub-rule 3 the court may order an inquiry as to 
the possession of specified documents. This latter provision 
effects a very serious modification of the general principle that 
an affidavit of documents is conclusive: see per Currry, L.J., in 
Frankenstein v. Gavin (1897, 2 Q. B. 62). Rule 20 contains a 
useful provision enabling the court, if satisfied that the right to 
discovery or inspection depends on the determination of any issue 
in dispute, to order such issue to be first determined, and reserve 
the question as to discovery or inspection. It has been decided 
in the High Court that, at whatever stage a party comes to ask 
for the aid of the court in order to procure inspection, inspection 
is sought within the meaning of this rule, and an order can be 
made for questions of law to be determined before inspection : 
Lever v. Land Securities Co. (1893, 70 L. T. 323). But the 
limits within which the judge’s discretion should be exercised 
under this rule in the High Court have also already been defined. 
Very often a plea, which, if established, would bar discovery, 
ought to be determined first, but only if the production of the 
documents sought to be discovered can have no bearing upon 
such plea: Whyte v. Ahrens (1884, 26 Oh. D. 721). In short, 
the rule enables the judge to sever the trial of the issue of fact 
from the trial of the right to discovery, but cannot be applied 
if discovery is necessary for the determination of such issue : 
Leitch vy. Abbot (1886, 31 Ch. D. 374). 

Evidence.—Under this head there is not a great deal of special 
importance, but by new rule 2 (cf. R. 8. O., ord. 37, r. 1) a 
power is conferred upon the judge to order evidence to be taken 
otherwise than vivd voce, either, that is, by affidavit for proof of 
particular facts, or by examination by interrogatories or before 
an examiner. This power is, however, subject to the mp ymca 
qualification that where the other party bond fide desires the pro- 
duction of a witness for cross-examination, no order for evidence 
by affidavit is to be made. The amendments to rule 4 of this 
order prescribe the mode and service of a witness summons. New 
rules 13, 14, and 15 provide for the manner in which evidence is 
to be taken before, after, or at any stage of an action other than 
the actual trial thereof. Rule 24 provides, by amendment, that 
the judge may require a party using some answers to interroga- 
tories to put in other answers if he is of opinion that they are so 
connected that the one ought not to be used without the others. 

Trial.—By omission of the words “ or registrar” in rule 3, 
order 22, the power to order questions to be tried by a jury 
under that rule is confined to the judge alone. The new rule 10 
applies to the case of a second action brought after a non-suit 
under section 88, or section 93, of the Act, or after a case has 
been struck out, the power to stay such subsequent action until 
the costs of the previous action have been paid. It will be 
remembered that the same power is now expressly given in the 
case of discontinuance of an action by the new proviso to ord. 9, 
r. 1, already noticed. Rule 14 (old rule 11 amended of the 
same order), giving the court power to make limited adminis- 
tration orders, practically contains no new provision, but rule 15 
is new, and confers upon the judge in administration actions the 
power where no accounts, or insufficient accounts, have been 
rendered, either to adjourn the application or to make a limited 
order for administration. For an instance where sub-rule (a) 
was acted upon by the Court of Appeal under the ee 
High Court rule (ord, 55, r. 10a) see Re Fish (1893, 2 Ch. 413), 
The last paragraph to rule 16 is new, and prescribes for the 
procedure upon an application for an injunction subsequent to 
judgment. Such an application is to be made in accordance 
with ord. 12, r. 11, on notice supported by affidavit. 

(Zo be continued.) 








Sir Francis Jeune has, says the Zimes, been laid up for the last fortnight 
suffering from the effects of modified,ptomaine poisoning. He is going on 
as well as can possibly be expected. 





The Effect of a Resettlement on the 


Powers of the Tenant for Life. 


II. 

Meaning of “ Settlement” in the Settled Land Acts,—“ Settle- 
ment” is defined in the Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 2 (1), which 
provides that— 

** Any deed, will, agreement for a settlement, or other agreement, 
covenant to surrender, copy of court roll, Act of Parliament, or other 
instrument, or any number of instruments, whether made or 
before or after or partly before and partly after the commencement 
of this Act, under or by virtue of which instrument or instruments 
any land or any estate or interest in land stands for the time being 
limited to or in trust for any persons by way of succession, creates or 
is for purposes of this Act a settlement, and is in this Act referred to 
as a settlement or the settlement as the case requires.”’ 

It should be observed that a settlement, as defined by 
the Act, consists of “any” instrument or instruments, 
not of “all” the instruments by which the land is 
settled. Accordingly, it has been held that where a deed 
has been executed affecting the interests created by the 
original settlement, so that that settlement is no esa 
the only instrument under or by virtue of which land stands 
limited for the time being to or in trust for any persons by way 
of succession, it is not necessary to appoint trustees of the com- 
pound settlement consisting of all the instruments in order to 
enable the tenant for life to exercise his powers : Re Ducane and 
Nettlefold (1898, 2 Ch., at p. 107), There is no inconsistency in 
holding that there may be at the same time a more comprehen- 
sive settlement consisting of several deeds and a less comprehensive 
settlement constituted by one of the deeds only: see Re Mundy 
and Roper (1899, 1 Ch., at p. 295), The result of these decisions ap- 
pears to be that where, as in Re Cornwallis West and Munro (1903, 
2 Ch., 150), there has been a resettlement, then whether the life 
estate of the tenant for life under the original settlement is or 
is not restored by the resettlement, he can exercise his 
statutory powers in three manners—namely, first, under 
the original settlement; secondly, under the compound 
settlement, consisting of the original settlement, the disentailing 
assurance, and the resettlement, on having trustees of that settle- 
ment appointed ; or, thirdly, under the resettlement only. The 
exercise of his powers under the original settlement or under the 
compound settlement overrides all the limitations and trusts 
existing or capable of arising under either the original or the 
compound settlement, while the exercise of his powers under the 
resettlement only is subject to such of the limitations and trusts 
(except his own estate for life) which are paramount to the re- 
settlement. In Re Cornwallis West and Munro it was decided 
that where the life estate under the original settlement was 
restored, the only settlement under which the tenant for life 
could exercise his statutory power of sale was the compound 
settlement, but it is submitted that this decision is not in 
accordance with the prior authorities. 

Meaning of Tenant for Life.—The Settled Land Act, 1882, 
provides (section 2 (5) ) that— 

“The person who is for the time being under a settlement 
benefically entitled to possession of settled land for his life is for the 
purposes of this Act the tenant for life of that land and the tenant 
for life under that settlement.”’ 

We have to consider the m of the words “under a 
settlement.” The question what is meant by taking “‘ under” 
an instrument is not free from difficulty; probably a person takes 
“under” an instrument when he is bound to produce it in order 
to prove his title. In other ‘words, where an instrument 
confers an estate or certain rights, or imposes certain duties, on 
a person or his predecessor in title, he is said to claim under it. 

_It appears, it may be alleged, that a person takes under 
different instruments for different p ; an example will 
render this more clear. Sui that in 1850 A. takes a con- 
veyance in fee simple of part of the Brosley Estate, and that 
his conveyance contains mutual restrictive covenants affecting 
the land conveyed to him and the residue of the Brosley Estate, 
and that ne pene is repeated in 1870; and that A. dies in 
1890, having by his will devised his estate to trustees for sale. 
If the trustees wish to sell, they must shew that they take under 
the will; if they wish to enforce the restrictive covenants con- 
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tained in the deed of 1850 they must shew that they take under 
that deed, and if the vendor of the Brosley Estate wishes to 
enforce his covenants he must shew that the trustees take under 
the deed containing them and under the will. 

This view is in accordance with the decisions in Re Ducane 
and Nettlefold and Re Mundy and Roper. Where there has been 
a resettlement, and the tenant for life wishes to exercise the 
powers conferred by the original settlement, he alleges that he 
is tenant for life under that settlement, and it is vain to allege 
that he has parted with his estate for life by the disentailing 
assurance oh the resettlement, for, as will be remembered, his 
powers “remain exerciseable by him after and notwithstanding 
any assignment . . of his estate and interest under the 
settlement’’: see Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 50. If he wishes to 
. exercise the powers conferred by the compound settlement, he 
must allege that he takes under the original settlement, the 
disentailing assurance, and the resettlement. 

The case where he wishes to exercise his powers as tenant for 
life under the resettlement is somewhat more difficult. If he 
takes a new life estate under the resettlement, there can be no 
doubt that he takes under that settlement, but where, as in Re 
Cornwallis West and Munro, he takes a life estate in restoration 
of his life estate under the original settlement, the case is more 
difficult. No doubt, as above pointed out, he retains his life 
estate under the original settlement, but he also appears to be 
beneficially entitled to the possession of the land under the 
resettlement, as in order to prove his title he must produce the 
resettlement, and if this is the case, he is, under the concluding 
words of the definition, ‘‘ tenant for life under the resettlement.” 

In considering the question whether a person is, for the pur- 
poses of the Settled Land Acts, tenant for life under a settlement, 
we have only to consider whether he is under that settlement 
beneficially entitled to the possession of the settled land ; if he is 
so entitled, the Act declares that he is for the purposes of the 
Acts tenant for life, and no expression of intention to the 
contrary can have any effect. It may perhaps be worth 
noticing that there may be cases, such as He Atherton (1891, 
W.N. 85) and Vine v. Raleigh (1896, 1 Ch. 37), where a person 
who was not according to the ordinary language of convey- 
ancers a tenant for life, fell within the definition contained in 
the Act, and therefore was held capable of exercising the 
powers conferred by the Act on tenants for life. 

Policy of the Settled Land Acts.—We have discussed the 
questions raised in these articles on technical grounds only, but 
there remains the larger question whether the decision in Re 
Cornwallis West and Munro was not contrary to the policy of the 
Settled Land Acts and therefore incorrect. The following 
canons for the construction of statutes were laid down in 
Heydon’s case (3 Co, Rep., at p. 7b) :— 

‘for the sure and true interpretation of all statutes 
things are to be discerned and considered :— 
(1) What was the common law before the making of the Act. 


2) What was the mischief and defect for which the common law 
did not provide. 


(3) What remedy the Parliament hath resolved and appointed to 
. cure the disease of the commonwealth. 

(4) The true reason of the remedy; and then the office of all 
judges is always to make such construction as shall suppress the 
mischief, and advance the remedy and to suppress subtle inventions 
and evasions for continuance of the mischief and pro privato commodo 
and to add force and life to the cure and remedy according to the 
true intent of the makers of the Act pro bono publico.”’ 

These canons of construction have often been followed: see 
Magdalen College case (11 Oo. Rep., p. 736), Re Bethlem Hospital 
(L. R. 19 Eq. 458), Cope v. Doherty (4 K. & J., at p. 374), 
Phillips v. Rees (24 Q. B. D., at p. 20), Pelton v. Harrison (1891, 
2 Q. B. 422), River Wear Commissioners v. Adamson (1877, 2 App. 
Cas. 743), and were applied to the interpretation of the Settled 
Land Acts by the House of Lords in Bruce v. Ailesbury (1892, 
App. Cas., at p. 361), where it was held that ‘‘ what the statute 
intended to do was to release the land from the fetters of the 
settlement—to render it a marketable article notwithstanding 
the terms of the settlement.” 

It should, perhaps, be observed that these canons do not permit 
us to affix meanings to the words employed which they do not 
properly bear. They are merely a statement of the cardinal 
rules of interpretation as applied to statutes. According to the 


four 


general rule, evidence of the circumstances of a writer is admis- 





sible to shew in which of the several meanings that the word 
employed could properly bear, he used them. In the case of g 
statute, the circumstances are the law existing at the time when 
the Act was passed and the mischief occasioned thereby. Again, 
according to the general rule, if the meaning of any word ig 
doubtful, we must affix to it such of the meanings that it properly 
bears as will enable us to affix a uniform and consistent mean. 
ing to the whole of the document, and, accordingly, if any word 
in a statute is doubtful, we must select such of its meanings ag 
will enable us to carry into effect the intention of Parliament as 
expressed in the whole of the statute. 

Toapply this reasoning tothe present case. Thequestion whether 
a tenant for life under a resettlement can sell under the statutory 
powers as tenant for life under the resettlement depends upon 
whether he takes ‘‘ under” the resettlement. We have adduced 
reasons for thinking that he does. Assuming that our reasoning ig 
not conclusive, it is at all events a possible construction of the Act 
that he takes in this manner, and the canons apply. For it will 
be observed that if he cannot exercise these powers, it will be 
necessary in every case where the facts are similar to those in 
Re Cornwallis West and Munro to apply to the court to have 
trustees of the compound settlement appointed, while if the 
Settled Land Acts had not been passed, and the resettlement had 
been in the usual form, this would not have been the case. In 
other words, the construction placed on the Acts in Re Cornwallis 
West and Munro renders it more difficult to sell the land than it 
would have been if the Settled Land Acts had not been passed, 
which is clearly contrary to the intention of Parliament, and, 
therefore, on this ground alone, we submit that the decision is 
incorrect. 

Unfortunately the judgment in Re Cornwallis West and Munro 
is extremely concise, but the ratio decidendi appears to be that, as 
the father’s life estate was restored to him by the resettlement, 
the only settlement which was in existence was the compound 
settlement consisting of the original settlement, the disentailing 
jointure deed, the disentailing assurance, and the re-settlement. 
As above pointed out, the object, and the only object, of 
restoring the father’s life estate was to preserve powers operating 
under the Statute of Uses or in equity only annexed to that 
estate by the original settlement. It was not intended to 
express an intention that the father was not to take under the 
resettlement, and even if words were used expressly stating 
that he was to be deemed as taking a life estate under the 
resettlement, although such declaration might, and probably 
would, be effectual to prevent him from exercising any express 
powers conferred on a tenant for life under the resettlement, it 
could not prevent him from exercising the powers conferred 
on him by the Settled Land Act as taking ‘‘under” the 
resettlement. 

Lastly, we venture to express a hope that an early 
opportunity will be taken of bringing the questions raised in Re 
Munday and Roper before the Court of Appeal. It must be 
remembered that, if the decision is correct, a large number of 
leases and sales made under the powers conferred by the Settled 
Land Acts must be invalid, and that, if the reason given for the 
decision is correct, a large number of leases and sales made under 
express powers contained in resettlements must also be invalid ; 
the consequences, therefore, of the decision being confirmed for 
the reasons given by the learned judge would be very serious, 
and would demand the early attention of Parliament. 








The 7imes prints an extract from its issue of the 8th of November, 1803, 
stating that ‘‘ the Law Association have adopted the Cross of St. John of the 
Temple, which is the bearing of the Middle Temple, but have rejected the 
Lamb, which they. considered as rather too harmless an animal for the 
emblem of a warlike body.”’ [The joke appears to be rather obscure ; 
perhaps some of our readers can tell us something Ybout the Law Associa- 
tion referred to. | 


The report of the Inspector under the Inebriates Act, just issued, 
remarks that short sentences to certified reformatories are most inadequate, 
and therefore something like a waste of effort and of public money. 
Long sentences, on the contrary, are advantageous toall concerned. They 
give a fair chance to the hopeful inmate, who need not spend any more 
time than is necessary under the institution discipline; they benefit the 
hopeless inmate by preventing him from harming himself, and in respect 
to the latter long sentences benefit others by caaiien the retention in.a 
ae place of a type of person who is a danger to the community when at 

ge. 
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Reviews. 


Easements. 


A DIGEST OF THE LAW OF EASEMENTS. By L. C. INNES, sometime 
one of the Judges of Her Majesty’s High Court of Judicature, 
Madras. SEVENTH EpiT1on. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The subject of easements is fully and clearly treated in the well- 
known works by Gale and Goddard, and these Mr. Innes has taken as 
the foundation of his digest. This presents the law in a series of clearly- 
enunciated propositions, which are supported by examplés taken in 
general from decided cases. The subject is one that readily lends 
itself to such treatment, and in Mr. Innes’ hands it is skilfully 
developed. The recent cases, such as Haston v. Isted (1903, 1 Ch. 
405) on enjoyment of a right to light under an agreement, Warren 
v. Brown 71902, 1 K. B. 15) on the amount of light which can be 
claimed, and Gardner v. Hodgson’s Kingston Brewery Co. (1903, A. C. 
229) on the effect of an annual payment in preventing the acquisition 
of an easement by prescription, have been duly noted. The con- 
cluding section states concisely the rules regulating the granting and 
revocation of licences relating to land. 





Books Received. 


Sweet & Maxwell’s Diary for Lawyers for 1904. Edited by Francis 
A. StRINGER, of the Central Office, Royal Courts of Justice, one of 
the Editors of ‘‘The Annual Practice’; and J. JoHNSTON, of the 
Central Office. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Wertheimer’s Law Relating to Clubs. Third Edition. 
CuAsTER, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


By A. W. 








Correspondence. 


Separate Account for Clients’ Money. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’? Journal. | 


Sir,—I should be glad if I might be allowed to answer some of the 
points raised by ‘“‘A North Country Solicitor” in his interesting 
letter in your issue of the 7th inst. 

It is common ground that ‘‘no precautions will prevail against 
dishonesty ””—the real point is whether or not the keeping of two 
accounts tends to the safety and convenience of the practitioner. In 
my experience, the separation of clients’ moneys from one’s own 
moneys is a distinct saving of time and trouble in keeping one’s 
accounts. 

My firm have open from time to time about 400 ledger accounts. 
It would of course be possible, and if we kept a single banking 
account it would be necessary, to edit the ledger balances from day 
to day. To avoid this necessity, we put all clients’ moneys to a 
separate banking account. The business is carried on, and rent, 
salaries, petty cash, counsel’s fees, stamps, partners’ drawings, and so 
forth all come out of what your correspondent called the ‘“‘B”’ 
account. There is no occasion to consider whether there is much or 
little in the ‘‘ A” (or clients’) account. Whatever is due to clients 
from the firm is there. 

In practice I have found it necessary only to draw a transfer cheque 
from the ‘‘ A” account to the ‘‘B” account once a month or there- 
abouts, the entries in the meantime being kept on a sheet. 

It is true that a good deal of one’s own money is left in the “‘ A” 
(clients’) account, but the result is that on taking out the clients’ 
balances for the annual balance-sheet we are accustomed to find more 
money in the ‘‘ A” account than is nominally due to clients according 
to the ledger. I say ‘‘ nominally due” because, of course, part of the 
cash from time to time standing to clients’ credit represents costs 
earned but not yet debited. 

To my mind the keeping of two accouuts in the manner suggested 
is an automatic check on expenditure, and ensures that the practitioner 
draws only on costs received, and not on costs earned, which is so 
fruitful a source of trouble. A Lonpon Soricrror. 

Nov. 10. 








The death is announced of Mr. Thomas Ebenezer Webb, formerly 
county court judge and chairman of quarter sessions for Donegal, who was 
a well-known person in Dublin society. 

The report of the Special Arbitration Committee of the Metropolitan 
Water Board states that on the 2nd of October the board sanctioned an 
estimate of £14,000 in respect of expenditure likely to be incurred up to 
the 31st of October in the arbitration cases. Previously £30,000 had been 
voted to pay the expenses up to the 30th of September, making a total of 
£44,000. The committee require an additional sum, and the solicitors 
estimate the expenditure from the Ist of November to the 31st of December 
at £33,000, 





Points to be Noted. 


Conveyancing. 


Restrictive Covenant—Oovenant with a Vendor who Retains 
no Land.—As between vendor and purchaser, the burden of a 
covenant never runs with the land at law, and consequently the 
covenant is not binding at law upon an assignee from the 
purchaser ; though, if the covenant is negative, and the 
assignee takes with notice of it, equity will imterfere and he 
will be restrained by injunction from committing a breach of it: 
Tulk v. Moxhay (2 Ph. 774). And if the original vendor has 
retained any land, for the sake of which the covenant was taken, 
then the benefit of the covenant runs with such land, and suc- 
cessive assignees of the land retained are entitled in equity to 
enforce the covenant against successive assignees of the land sold, 
If, however, the origi vendor retains no land, then the covenant 
is personal to himself, and though during his life he may be able to 
enforce it in equity against assigns of the land which he has sold or 
any part of it, yet he cannot assign the benefit of the covenant, and 
on his death his personal representatives (who are in the position of 
assigns) cannot obtain an injunction to restrain a breach of the 
covenant.—FoRMBY v. BARKER (C.A., July 14) (1903, 2 Ch. 539), 


Company Law. 


Dissolution of Company—Voluntary Liquidator’s Liability for 
Debts—Reconstruction.—A company agreed to sell its undertaking 
and assets to a new company, which agreed to pay the old company’s 
debts and indemnify it in respect thereof. As part of the reconstruc- 
tion scheme, the old company went into voluntary winding up, and 
appointed D. as liquidator. D. knew of a valid claim which P. had 
against the old company, but he relied on the new company’s 
covenant, and beyond advertising after an insufficient fashion for 
creditors, distributed the assets regardless of P.’s claim, and brought 
about the dissolution of the company in the manner pointed out by 
statute in the case of voluntary winding up. After the dissolution, 
P., having learnt of the winding up, and, being refused payment by 
the new company, sued D. for the amount of his claim as damages for 
breach of his statutory duty as liquidator. Held, that D. was liable. 
This decision goes further than any previous one as regards liability 
after a company has been dissolved, and jts correctness is open to 
doubt.—PULsFORD v. DEVENISH (Farwell, J., Aug. 7) (1903, 2 Ch, 
625). 

Criminal Law. 


Contempt of OCourt—Prisoner on Remand on Charge only 
Triable at Assizes—Publication Tending to Prejudice Pair Trial 
—Jurisdiction of King’s Bench Division.—One Dougal was on the 
19th of March charged at Saffron Walden Petty Sessions with forgery, 
and was remanded without any considerable amount of evidence bein 
given. He was brought up and remanded again on the 2n 
of April. From the 19th to the 27th of March articles appeared 
in a newspaper, of which the defendant was editor, containing 
statements very much to the discredit of Dougal, and professing 
to give incidents in his past life which could not have been given in 
evidence at his trial. Dougal was eventually committed for trial to 
the Essex Assizes for forgery and murder. A Divisional Court of 
the King’s Bench Division was moved to commit the defendant for 
contempt of court in respect of the articles in his newspaper. 
Held, that the court had jurisdiction to commit ; that where a person 
is charged before justices with a crime triable only at assizes, the 
High Court has jurisdiction to attach the publisher of matter 
tending to prejudice the fair trial of the charge, notwithstanding 
that at the time of the publication the person charged had not 
yet been committed for trial to the assize court which is a branch 
of the High Court. When a charge is made before justices which 
can only be tried at assizes if a committal takes place, a case is 
already pending in the High Court.—REx v. Parke (1903, 2 K. B. 
432). 








Sixty-two students will, says the Glote, blossom into barristers next 
Tuesday evening, which will be call night in the fourinns. This is five 
below the number a year ago. The Inner Temple still leads the way with 
twenty-four students; Lincoln’s-inn, which usually occupies the third 
place, is second with seventeen; the Middle Temple follows close with 
sixteen ; Gray’s-inn holds its accustomed place in the list with five. Why 
the Inner Temple should remain the most fashionable of the Inns is, per- 
haps, a little difficult to understand, especially mont Saas to the fact 
that the Middle Temple has the ~~ among its benchers and that 
Lincoln’s-inn will have the Prince of Wales for its treasurer during the 
ensuing year. The chief distinction of the Inner Temple, apart from 
Prince Christian’s connection with it, is that the ne of both Houses 
—Lord Halsbury and Mr. Gully—are members of its governing 
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Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
BOSTON v. BOSTON. No.1. 5th Nov. 


Fravups, Sratrutre or—Inrerest 1x LANp—MeEmoranpum InN Writinc— 
AGREEMENT TO Repay Pvurcnase-mMonry or Lanp—29 Car. 2, c. 3 
8. 4. 


Application by the plaintiff for judgment or a new trial. The action 
was brought by a wife against her husband, who were living separate, to 
recover possession of certain furniture. The husband counterclaimed to 
recover £1,400, which he alleged to be due to him in the following 
circumstances. In September, 1895, the husband and wife were 
living together, and the wife was at that time entitled to a sum of 
money under her father’s will. The wife told her husband that she 
wanted to live in a larger house, but her husband said that he could 
not afford the expense of it. She then said to him, “If you will 
buy Charlwood’’ (the house in question) “‘I will make you a present 
of it.” In consequence of this verbal promise the husband bought 
Charlwood, and he and his wife lived there together until November, 1901. 
The wife did not pay him the £1,400, though she received sufficient money 
to do so from the trustees of her father’s will. The husband counter- 
claimed in the action to recover this £1,400. The wife pleaded (so far as 
material to this report) that there was no memorandum of the agreement 
in writing within section 4 of the Statute of Frauds, contending that it 
was within the words ‘‘ contract or sale of lands, tenements, or heredita- 
ments, or any interest in or concerning them.’’ The action was tried 
before Wills, J., and a jury, when the wife obtained judgment on the 
claim, and the jury found a verdict on the counterclaim for the husband. 
Wills, J., held that section 4 of the Statute of Frauds did not apply, and 
a judgment on the counterclaim for the husband. The wife 
appealed. 

HE Court (Cotiins, M.R., and Marnew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the application. 

Cottixs, M.R., said that it was contended that this was a contract, for 
the sale, if not of land, at any rate of an interest in or concerning land, 
within section 4 of the Statute of Frauds. In his opinion the contract did 
not involve a ‘‘ contract or sale of or concerning any interest in and.” It 
was no part of the contract between the parties to uire an interest in 
land. It was merely a promise by the wife that, if the husband bought 
Charlwood, she would repay him the amount of the purchase- 
money. There was no case in which it had been held that the section 
applied unless by the terms of the contract some interest in or 
concerning land was dealt with. In the present case the husband 
did not by this contract undertake to acquire any interest in land. There 
was only acontract by the wife that, if and when the husband did acquire 
an interest in land, she would pay him a sum of money measured by the 
amount of the purchase-money. He had performed something which 
gave rise to a promise by the wife to pay him the money. For these 
reasons, in his opinion, the contract was outside section 4, and if authority 
were needed, the case of Angell v. Duke (23 W. R. 307, L. R. 10 Q. B. 174) 
was in point. 

Marnew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., concurred.—Covunsen, Montague 
Lush, K.C., and J. R. Macom; Pickford, K.0., and J. D. Crawford. 
Soxrcrrors, Lawson Lewis, Welch, § Wenham, for Leonard Broadbent, 
Darwen ; Monro, Slack, & Atkinson. 


[Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


CORNFOOT v. ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE CORPORATION. 
No. 1, 10th Nov. 


Insurance (Marie)—Dvration or Risk —Ponicy on Surep— “ Tarrty 
Days arrer ArrivaL’’—‘‘Unti. Soe Harn Moorep at ANCHOR IN 
Goop Sarery ’’—Comrvration or *‘ Days.’’ 


Application by the plaintiff for judgment or a new trial in an action tried 
before Bigham, J., and a jury (reported in 51 W. R. 527; 1903, 2 K. B. 
363). By a policy of insurance effected with the defendants on the plaintiff's 
ship the insurance was described as ‘‘at and from Portland, O., by any 
route to Algoa Bay, and for thirty days in port after arrival how- 
ever employed.”” Later on in the policy the insurance was described in 
print as continuing “‘ until the said ship, with all her ordnance, tackle, 
apparel, &c., shall be arrived at as above upon the said ship, &c., until she 
hath there moored at anchor in good safety.’’ The words “‘ as above” were 
written in in a space left blank. The clause, as it originally stood in print, 
ran, ‘‘ until she hath there moored at anchor twenty-four hours in good 
safety,”’ but the words ‘‘ twenty-four hours” were struck out in ink on the 
present policy. The facts, as found by the jury, were that the vessel arrived 
at Algoa Bay at 10 a.m. on the 2nd of August, 1902, and was moored at 
anchor in good safety at 11.30 a.m. on that day. She was driven ashore 
at Algoa Bay during a gale and became a total loss at 4.30 p.m. on the 
Ist of September. Bigham, J., before whom the action was tried, held 
that the thirty days were to be calculated as thirty consecutive periods of 
twenty-four hours each beginning at 11.30 a.m. on the 2nd of August, 
when the vessel was moored at anchor in good safety, and not as thirty 
calendar days commencing at midnight on the 2nd of August, and that 
therefore the vessel was not lost until after the policy had expired. 

Tue Cover (Corts, M.R., and Maraew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the application. 

Cottixs, M.R., said that the earlier clause in the policy described 
the risk as running until the vessel arrived at Algoa Bay “and for thirty 
days in port after arrival.”” The later clause, which described the insurance 


. 





as continuing until the vessel “‘hath there moored at anchor in good 
safety,’’ defined the point of time when the vessel could be said to have 
arrived within the meaning of the earlier clause, and from this point of 
time, and from no other, the thirty days were torun. This seemed to him 
to be the obvious meaning of the policy. It was made even clearer by 
looking at the genesis of the later clause. The clause as it originally stood 
in the printed form ran, “‘ until she hath there moored at anchor twenty- 
four hours in good safety.’’ The period from which the twenty-four hours 
would have run would have been from the point of time of mooring at 
anchor in good safety. The thirty days must run from the same point of 
time. The thirty days therefore ran from 11.30 a.m. on the 2nd of August 
and expired at 11.30 a.m. onthe Istof September. The vessel accordingly 
was not covered by the policy when she was lost, and the defendants were 
not liable. 

Marnew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., concurred. — Counset, J. A, 
Hamilton, K.C., and D. 0. Leck ; Scrutton, K.C., and Loehnis. Soxtcrrors, 
Botterell § Roche ; Hollams, Sons, Coward, § Hawksley. 


[Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. j 


WILKINSON v. THE LLANDAFF AND DINAS POWIS RURAL DISTRICT 
COUNCIL. No. 2. 31st Oct.; 6th and 7th Nov. 


Locat AvurHorttry—Srewers—Nvisance sy SewaceE—Drarnace or Houses — 
Liasruity or Locat AvtHorrry—Drarin—Sewer—Pusiic Heattn Act, 
1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), ss. 2, 4, 14, 19, 21, 42, 43. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Phillimore, J. The facts were 
as follows: The plaintiff in the action, an ironfounder, living in Millbrook- 
road, Dinas Powis, sought to recover damages from the Dinas Powis Rural 
District Council for injury done to the health of his son by foul gas, which 
he alleged escaped from a cesspool situated in an adjoining garden and 
from a channel running between the road and the footpath in front of 
plaintiff’s house. It was alleged that the channel was vested in the 
defendants, and that they neglected to cleanse it, and that they also 
neglected to empty and cleanse the said cesspool after taking the duty 
upon themselves in pursuance of the power vested in them by the Public 
Health Act, 1875 ; the plaintiff also prayed for an injunction to restrain the 
defendants and their contractors from permitting a recurrence of the 
nuisance. The cesspool was situate between the gardens of two neighbouring 
houses. The principal question at the trial was whether the channel was ‘‘a 
sewer ’’ within the definition in section 4 of the Public Health Act, 1875. 
If that were so, then by section 19 the defendants were bound to keep it in 
a clean state. The channel carried off the surface water from the road, 
and in the channel were gullies to carry the water to a deeper drain; the 
channel also carried off the water from the roofs of some of the houses at 
the side of the road by pipes connected with the channel. The sewage 
matter complained of had run into the channel, but not from the house 
occupied by the plaintiff. It was held by Phillimore, J., that the channel 
was a ‘‘sewer’’ within section 4, and that the defendants were under a 
liability to keep it in a clean state so as not to be a nuisance or injurious to 
health. And he granted the injunction and awarded the plaintiff damages, 
From this the defendants appealed. 

Tue Court (VaucHan Witt1ams, Romer, and Srreiine, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. 

Vaucuan Witurams, L.J.—It is no part of my business to criticise 
Acts of Parliament or to say whether they are closely drawn or loosely 
drawn, or whether it is easy or difficult to construe the definitions of the 
section in the Act. I have to follow the decisions given as to the meaning 
of the particular section. I think, therefore, my judgment must affirm the 
judgmentof Phillimore, J. Ido not seemy way todiffer from him either as to 
the facts which he has found or as to the law which he has applied to those 
facts. The facts in this case are these: Here are the several houses, the rain- 
water from the roof and the surface water undoubtedly as a fact all drain 
into this space at the side of the road, and it follows from this that this 
space at the side of the road is a space which, if it does in fact constitute 
a drain, is not within the definition of ‘‘drain ”’ in section 4, which is 
excepted from the definition of ‘‘ sewer.” When one turns.to see the 
definition, one finds that the definition is quite plain, and, therefore, if the 
space over which water flows is a drain of some sort, it is not a drain 
which falls within the exception I have just now read—that is, itis not a 
drain as interpreted in the definition clause defining it. The only new 
question is whether or not that portion of the highway along which this 
surface water runs is a ‘‘drain.’’ Phillimore, J., came to the conclusion 
that it is something which is within the definition ‘‘ drains of every 
description,” except the interpeted ‘‘ drain’’ mentioned before. It is con- 
tended that there was no edge to it as separated from the highway, but 
this makes no difference ; one has to look at the purpose of this graduated 
hollow at the side of the road. This graduate hollow was for purposes 
of drainage, certainly for purposes of draining water from the surface of 
the road. Under these circumstances it seems to me quite plain that this 
was something falling within the definition ‘‘ drains of every description.” 
It does carry off water from the surface of the road and from some of the 
houses. It comes within ‘‘ drains of every description,’ but clearly 
outside the definition of ‘‘drain.’’ I do not myselt pretend to decide 
anything more in this case, except that the learned judge was right 
in holding that this channel was a “sewer ’’ which the local authority 
were bound to keep in proper order. I do not decide that an agricultural 
drain, into which the water of two or three fields runs, is necessarily within 
the words ‘‘ drains of every descripfion.”” I have not to decide this. All 
that I have to decide here is that this is a sewer which the local authority 
are bound to keepin order. It has been contended that although it be 
a ‘‘sewer’’ within the meaning of the Act, there was a decision in the 
Queen’s Bench Division (Kinson Pottery Co. v. Poole, 1899, 2 Q. B. 41) that 
a drain “ might be a drain for some purposes and not for others.”” I only 
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her executrix. Save as aforesaid, he died intestate, leaving Isaac his heir- 
at-law and sole next-of-kin. The widow remained in possession till her 
death in 1900. Neither James Loveridge nor the widow ever accounted 
or made any acknowledgment to the mortgagor, whose interest was 
barred on the Ist of January, 1879. By an order made in Re James 
Loveridge, Drayton v. Loveridge (1902, 2 Ch. 859), it was declared that 
the mortgaged premises, at the death of James, formed part of his 
personal estate. At this date, therefore, the position was that Isaac and 
the widow each took one moiety of tha interest of James in reversion 
expectant on the death of the widow, and the legal estate was in Isaac. 


Isaac died intestate on the 20th of August, 1880, having long been of 


unsound mind. It was assumed for the purpose of the argument that the 
mortgage was by way of trust for sale. On behalf of the next-of-kin it 
was argued that the mortgaged property never became realty, because (1) 
such a conversion in the hands of a trustee was inconsistent with a 
mortgage by way of trust for sale; (2) a mortgagee who has been in 
possession for the statutory period must do something to change the 
nature of the property ; and (3) Isaac, being a lunatic, was incapable of 
electing to take the property as realty. On behalf of the co-heiressses of 
Isaac it was argued (1) that a statutory bar operated as a parliamentary 
conveyance ; (2) that on the Ist of January, 1879, Isaac became a trustee 
of the mortgaged property, as land, for himself and the widow, and that, 
therefore, no election was needed; and (3) that a trust for sale is 
only ancillary to the- mortgage, and disappears when it is no longer 
required for the purpose of enforcing the security. The following cases 
were cited: Re Alison (11 Ch. D. 284), Re Loveridge (supra), and Doe v. 
Sumner (14 M. & W. 39), 

Bucxtiey, J., said it had been argued that it might happen that 
after the mortgagor had been barred, but before the right of the mortgagee 
to sue for his debt had been barred, the mortgagee might take steps, on 
the analogy of opening a foreclosure, which would remove the bar, and 
that in consequence of this liability of the land to relapse into its former 
state of being merely a security for debt, the mortgagee must do something 
to shew that he elected to keep the land as land. The answer to that con- 
tention in the present case was that the event supposed had not happened. 
As from the moment when the mortgagor was barred, the rights of Isaac 
and the widow, which previously had been the payment of money and 
the possession of the land as a security for such payment, became 
enlarged. At that moment, without any election on their part, they 
became entitled to realty. If Isaac had been the only person interested, 
the case would have been unarguable. It made no difference that 
the parties beneficially interested were several. The rights so enlarged 
were held by Isaac as a trustee for those persons—that is to say, for 
himself and the widow. Did it make any difference that the mortgage 
was in the form of atrust for sale? Assuming it to be so, the only object 
of it was to give effect to rights which existed by way of security. If the 
rights which existed by way of security were gone, there was no room for 
the trust. Lastly, was any election necessary? ‘The mortgagee acquired an 
indefeasible title, not by election, but by the operation of a statutory 
conveyance. He thought, therefore, that as from the 1st of January, 1879, 
when the mortgagor became barred, Isaac became entitled to the property 
as real estate. His moiety, accordingly, descended to his co-heiresses.— 
CounseL, Astbury, K.C., and H. Charlton Hawkins ; Stone; A. F. Peterson ; 
Vaughan Hawkins. Souicrrors, Bridgman § Wiilcocks, for Willson & Bond, 
Lyme Regis; Baillie § Sons, for Sir R. N. Howard, Weymouth; Geare § 
Pease, for Forward §& Sons, Axminster. 

[Reported by H. L. Ormiston, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
LUSHER ». HASSARD. Phillimore, J. 7th Nov. 


Sratvute or Liwirations —ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF Dernt—PromisE TO Pay 
** WHEN IN A Position To Do So’’—ConprT10onaL PromisE. 


This was an action tried before Phillimore, J., without a jury, under order 
14, The plaintiff, Clara J. Lusher, sued as executrix of one Randall 
Lusher to recover the sum of £106 12s. 11d., the price of goods sold and 
delivered to the defendant by the said Randall Lusher during the years 
1894-5-6-7. The defendant in his affidavit in opposition to a 
summons for judgment stated that the claim was barred by the 
Statute of Limitations. The plaintiff contended that the following 
letter dated the 23rd of September, 1901, written by the defendant, 
and sent to Messrs. Macken & Co., the name under which the plaintiff 
carried on the business of the deceased Randall Lusher, was a sufficient 
acknowledgment of, and promise to pay, the debt to take it out of the 
statute. The letter was in the following terms: ‘I am in receipt of your 
letter of the 18th inst. I am sorry I cannot pay off anything of my 
account at present. I have done very badly in the city lately, and am 
going away for a time on business, which I hope may prove more 
remunerative. You have always treated me very well, and as soon as I 
have the money I shall forward you a cheque for the late account. . . . 
I hope you will express my regret to the executors and explain that it is 
my intention to pay when I am in a position to do so, and I shall not try 
to get out of the debt by its becoming out-dated.’”’ On behalf of the 
plaintiff it was contended that the letter was an absolute acknowledgment 
of the debt, with a request for time in which to pay. The following cases 
were cited in support of this contention: Chasemore v. Turner (24 W. R. 
70, L. R. 10 Q. B. 500), Fearn v. Lewis (6 Bing. 349), Collis v. Stack 
(26 L, J. Ex. 138, 5 W. R. ©. L. Dig. 195), Sidwell v. Mason (5 W. R. 
729, 26 L. J. Ex. 407), Cornforth v. Smithhard (8 W. R. 8, 29 
L. J. Ex. 228), and Lee v. Wilmot (14 W. R. 993, L. R. 1 Ex. 364), 
The defendant in his evidence prove’ that he had never had any money to 


behalf it was contended that his letter was not an unconditional promige 
to pay, nor such an acknowledgment of the debt that the law could infe 
an unconditional promise, and that, therefore, the plaintiff would no; 
succeed. The following cases were cited in behalf of this contention: 
Tanner v. Smart (6 B. & C. 603), Meyerhof' v. Froehlich, (27 W. R. 258, 4 
C. P. D. 63), and Re Bethell (35 W. R. 330, 34 Ch. D. 561). 
PuILumorE, J., in giving judgment, said the question for him to decide 
was whether the letter amounted to an unconditional promise to pay the 
debt. The law on the subject was best laid down by Williams, J., in 
Buckmaster v. Russell (9 W. R. 749, 10 C. B. N. 8., at pp. 749-750), quoted 
by Lord Coleridge, C.J., in Chasemore v. Turner (L. R. 10 Q. B., at p. 505): 
‘* The legal effect of an acknowledgment of a debt barred by the Statute 
of Limitations is that of a promise to pay the old debt, and for this the old 
debt is a consideration in law. In that sense, and for that purpose, the 
old debt may be said to be revived. It is revived as a consideration for 
the new promise. But the new promise, and not the old debt, is the 
measure of the creditor’s right. If a debtor simply acknowledges an old 
debt, the law implies from that simple acknowledgment a promise to pay 
it; for which promise the old debt is a sufficient consideration. Butif the 
debtor promises to pay the old debt when he is able, or by instalments, or 
in two years, or out of a particular fund, the creditor can claim nothing 
more than the promise gives him.’’ In his (the learned judge’s) opinion, 
having regard to the fact that the defendant had proved that he was notin 
a position to pay the debt, or even a substantial part of it, his letter was a 
statement that he could not pay anything, followed by the expression of 
his intention to pay when he was in a position todo so. That was a con- 
ditional promise topay. The defendant was still unable to pay, and there- 
fore the promise was not fulfilled, and the plaintiff could not recover. 
There was a further claim by the plaintiff of £22 4s., for goods supplied to 
the defendant during the years 1898-9, which was admitted, and judgment 
was therefore given for the plaintiff for that amount.—CovunseL, FE. W. 
Hansell ; T. Hollis Walker. Soutcrrors, Lea § Lea; Page § Scorer, for Page & 
Porter, Lincoln. 


[Reported by E. G, Stinuwext, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


TURNER, BRIGHTMAN, & CO. v. J. BANNATYNE & SONS (LIM.). 
Walton, J. 11th Nov. 


Surp—CuHARTER-PARTY—CONSTRUCTION—DEMURRAGE—LONDON Corn TRADE 
AssocraTIon ConrRact. 


This was an action tried in the Commercial Court in which the plaintiffs’ 
claim was for demurrage on the steamship Zodiac at Limerick. The main 
question was as to the construction of the charter-party. By the charter- 
party, which was dated the 17th of November, 1902, it was agreed between 
the plaintiffs as brokers for and on behalf of the owners of the steamship 
Zodiac and Dreyfus & Co., the charterers, to load at Buenos Ayres a cargo 
of maize and to Fae pag to certain specified ports. The charter-party 
contained the following clauses: ‘‘ Demurrage at above rate shall be 
payable for any detention in taking delivery of cargo at the port of dis- 
charge, the same having to be discharged as per London Corn Trade 
Association Contract No. 22. . . .”? ‘‘Owners undertake that the steamer 
shall not load more than 3,960 tons, and not less than 3,240 tons English 
weight of . - maize, the quantity between these limits to be in 
captain’s option.”” The London Corn Trade Association Contract No. 22 
contained the following clause: ‘‘ Sufficient days to be left for unloading 
(Sunday, Good Friday, Easter Monday, Whit Monday, and Christmas Day 
excepted) or to discharge, as per custom of port, if so provided by the 
charter-party.”” Rule 4 was as follows: ‘* Sufficient days (counting 
quarter days) shall be as follows: One running day for every 400 tons up 
to 2,800 tons of grain, and for all quantities in excess 500 tons per day (as 
provisionally invoiced), whether for direct port or for orders, but in no 
case less than five days (Sundays, Good Friday, Easter Monday, Whit 
Monday, and Christmas Day excepted, .”’ The vessel was ordered to 
Limerick, where the defendants, who were grain merchants, and who had 
bought the cargo, carried on business. ‘The vessel got to her discharging 
berth and was ready to discharge at 11.30 a.m. on Saturday, the 17th of 
January, 1903. The discharge was commenced on Monday, the 19th of 
January, and was finished on Wednesday, the 28th of January, at 6 p.m. 
The amount to be discharged was, by the provisional invoice, 3,839 tons. 
On the question of construction the plaintiffs contended that the true 
meaning of rule 4 was that if the cargo was 2,800 tons or less it was to be 
discharged at the rate of 400 tons per day, which meant seven days, but 
if the cargo was over 2,800 tons then it was to be discharged at the rate of 
500 tons per day, which in the present case—there being 3,839 tons— 
would work out at 7} days. That the defendants’ contention that the 
clause provided for an acceleration of discharge after a certain amount of 
cargo had been discharged was untrue, since the lower the cargo became 
the hoist required would be longer. The defendants contended that for 
the first 2,800 tons of a cargo the discharge would have to be at the rate 
of 400 tons per day, which would take seven days, and for every 
additional quantity beyond the 2,800 the discharge should be at the rate 
of 500 tons per day. That for the 3,839 tons discharged seven days 
should be allowed for the first 2,800 tons and for the balance, 1,039 tons, 
discharging at rate of 500 tons per day, a further period of two days and a 
portion of a third day should be allowed. The clause, if read as the 
plaintiffs contended it should be, would amount to an alternative scale 
and would require the substituting of the word ‘‘or’’ for ‘“‘ and,” and 
would further lead to the result that a vessel with 2,800 tons would be 
allowed seven days to discharge in, while a vessel with 2,850 tons would 
only be allowed about 5% days. The clause should be read as it stood. 
Two further points were raised: (i.) as to the question whether a broken 
day should be counted, and (ii.) as to whether the custom of the port as 





pay the debt, and that he was not 12w in a position to do so, and on his 


to the day of entry being counted could be received in evidence, but 
these points were allowed to stand over. Cur. adv, vult, 
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Watron, J.,in giving judgment, said that the only question that he had 
to decide at that time was one as°to construction. The claim was for 
demurrage under a printed charter-party, dated the 17th of November, 
1902, and adapted for steamers loading wheat and maize in the Argentine. 
In the clause referring to demurrage the words ‘‘ customary at port of 
discharge ’’ were struck out, and the words ‘‘as per London Corn Trade 
Association Contract No. 22” were inserted after the words ‘‘the same 
having to be discharged.’’ Therefore, to find out what lay days were 
allowed at port of discharge it was necessary to look at the London Corn | 
Trade Association Contract No. 22,-which stated that sufficient days were | 
to be left to discharge as per custom of port, if so provided by the charter- 
party ; but the charter-party referred to the Corn Trade Association Con- 
tract, having struck out the words as to the custom of port. That being 
so it was necessary to look at rule 4 on the back of the Corn Trade Associa- 
tion Contract. That was the rule which had to be construed. That was | 
really a merchant’s clause, and had been accepted by the shipowner. It was | 
agreed that the bill of lading weights were to be the basis for computation 
of the lay days at the port of discharge, and that at least five days should 
be allowed, and that, it was suggested, was because there was always some 
preliminary work to be done, oecupying some time, irrespective of the:size 
of the vessel. The plaintiffs’ contention that the dividing line was 
between vessels of 2,800 tons cargo at 400 tons per day rate of discharge, 
and vessels of more than 2,800 tons at 500 tons per day rate of dis- 
charge, could bear that construction since large vessels could discharge 
faster than small ones. But the defendants’ contention that for a vessel 
of 2,800 tons cargo seven days were allowed, but for a vessel of. 2,850 tons 
cargo only five days would be allowed, presented a difficulty to the plaintiffs’ 
contention. It seemed improbable that such a difference in lay days for 
vessels with cargoes of 2,800 and 2,850 tons could have been meant. The 

‘defendants’ contention provided for an acceleration of discharge, and had 
valua in that larger boats had greater facilities for unloading. The word 
‘quantities’? somewhat favoured the plaintiffs’ contention, but he 
thought that by ‘‘ quantities’? was meant whatever quantity large or 
small. The judgment on this point of the Antwerp Court, for which he 
had great respect, did not prevent him from giving an independent judg- 
ment, and he accordingly gave judgment, on the point of construction, for 
the defendants.—CounsgL, Scrutton, K.C., and Adair Roche ; Bray, K.C., 
and Clavell Salter. Soxicrrors, Botterell § Roche; Tilleards. 


| Reported by W. T. Turton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 








Law Societies. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 11th inst., Mr. 
J. Roger B. Gregory in the chair. The other directors present being 
Messrs. H. Morten Cotton, Alfred Davenport, Walter Dowson, and J. T. 
Scott (secretary). A sum of £925 was distributed in grants of relief, 
eighty-five new members were admitted to the association, and other 
general business was transacted. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Denatine Socrrry.—Nov. 10.—Chairman, Mr. G. W. 
Powers.—The subject for debate was the following motion, adjourned 






























Newcastie-vupon-Tyne Law Srupents’ Socrery.—Oct. 28,—Chairman, 
Mr. W. J. Ward (solicitor)—The rules of the speaking competition 
were, on the motion of Mr. R.S. Stewart, altered so that in future the 
first prize shall be given to the member who, having spoken at eight of the 
debates of the session, shall have obtained the highest average of marks, 


‘such average to be taken on the eight highest marks obtained by the 


speaker, The subject for debate was: “A. is the occupier of a public- 
house. Attached to the house is a heavy sign, which projects over the 
highway. The sign falls upon B., who is passing along the highway, and 
injures him. The sign fell in co uence of a defective hook, of which 
A. did not know, and which he could not with reasonable precaution have 
discovered. Has B. a right of action for damages against A.? (Zarry 
v. Ashton, 1876, L. R. 1 Q. B.D. 314.)”? Mr. J. Armstrong and Mr. 
Maughan opened in the affirmative, and Mr. J. Harker and Mr. Winskell 
opposed. e following members also spoke: Messrs. Lisle, Bird, 
Leathard, Stewart, Hind, Scott, Syms, Parkin, and Tait. The question 
was decided in the affirmative by thirteen votes to four. A hearty vote of 
thanks to the chairman concluded the meeting. There were present 
nineteen members. 








Obituary. 
Mr. William Paterson. 


Mr. William Paterson, some time a county court judge, who died on the 
3rd of November, must have been one of the oldest members of the bar. 
his age is wrongly given is most books of reference, it may be as well 
to state that he was born in 1815, being the eldest son of a London solicitor 
of the same name. He was called to the bar at Gray’s-inn in 1843, and 
joined the Home Circuit, on which he was afterwards a revising barrister. 
For some years he was a reporter to the Incorporated Council of Law 
Reporting, in what was then styled the Queen’s Bench Appeal Court. In 
1886 he was appointed County Court Judge of Circuit No. 57, being trans- 
ferred in 1893 to Circuit No. 38, from which he only retired two years ago. 
His name will be remembered in the profession as editor of Paterson’s 
Practical Statutes, originally founded by Serjeant Cox, which has been 
published regularly for fifty-four years. A memorial service for him and 
for Mr. 8. C. Macaskie, K,C., was held last Sunday in the chapel of Gray’s- 
inn, to commemorate two benchers of that society who died within twelve 
hours of one another, but the difference in their age was just forty years. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Frepertck Day Asxery,.of Highgate, N., solicitor, has been 
appointed Town Clerk of the new Borough of Hornsey, Middlesex. 

Mr. Joun Curier, K.C., Mr. Burcner, K.C., M.P., and Mr. R. J. 
Parker, barrister-at-law, have been elected Benchers of Lincoln’s-inn, 
in succession to Sir John Rigby, Sir William Marriott, K.C., and Sir 
Alexander Miller, K.C. 

Mr. H. A. Grrrarp, K.C., Bailiff of Guernsey; Mr. Jonn Macpnonett, 
C.B., Master in the Supreme Court; and His Honour Judge Syaccs have 
received the honour of Knighthood. 


General. 
Mr. Justice Walton will preside at the next meeting of the Solicitors’ 





from the 27th of October: ‘‘ That this House would welcome any proposal 
on the part of his Majesty’s Government for revising the fiscal. policy of 
the country by imposing duties on corn and manufactured goods imported 
from foreign countries, with the view of developing the commercial 
relations between the mother country and the various parts of the Empire 
on a mutual preferential basis, and for purposes of yt ata against hostile 
foreign tariffs.’ Mr. P. M. C. Hart continued in the affirmative ; Mr. 
R. P. C. Johnson continued in the negative. Messrs. G. H. Head, A. (), 
Harnett, W. Sedgwick, Neville Tebbutt, Pleadwell, W. N. Gibb, W. E. 
Singleton, A. C. Dowding also spoke. Mr. Prosser having replied, the 
motion was carried by fifteen votes. There were between seventy and 
eighty members present. 


Brruincuam Law Srvupents’ Socrery.—Nov. 10.—Mr. G. B. Wilson 
presiding.—The attendance numbered thirty-two. After the transaction 
of special business a debate took place on the following moot: ‘‘ A. & Co. 
hire a gas engine to B. on the usual terms, that in the event of instalments 
falling into arrear, or bankruptcy ensuing, the owner may retake possession, 
and if necessary make forcible enty to do so. The engine is on B.’s 
premises, and has had the following name-plate attached: ‘This engine 
is the property of A. & Co.’ B. ismade bankrupt. A. & Co.’s foreman, C., 
is instructed to remove the engine, and in direct contravention of a telegram 
from the official receiver, does so. Can C. be punished by a judge sitting 
in bankruptcy for contempt of court?’’ The speakers in the affirmative 
were Messrs, A. G. Matty, E. A. Gateley, G. N. Capner, J. V. Lister, J. 
Harvey, H. G. Jones, T. Coutes; and in the negative Messrs. T. H. 
Cleaver, E Woodward, W. E. Warder, A. J. Gateley, R. A. Willes, J. H. 
Round, R. A. Tench, and ©. A. Elton. After the openers on both sides 
had replied the chairman summed up, and the meeting voted in favour of 
the a tive by a majority of five. A vote of thanks for the chairman 
for presiding brought the meeting to a close. 


Managing Clerks’ Association, which will take place in Gray’s-inn Hall 

on Thursday, the 26th inst., when Mr. Cox-Sinclair will deliver an address 
| on “ The Rights and Duties of an Advocate.” 

It is stated that at a meeting of the Institute of International Law, held 

, under the presidency of M. Asser, and attended by the members of the 

Venezuela Arbitration Tribunal now sitting at The Hague, arrangements 

were made for holding next year’s session of the institute in Edinburgh. 


A very valuable precedent in the matter of naturalizing aliens was, says 
Case and Comment, set not long since by Judge Gregory at Albany, N.Y., 
when, as the press reports, he rejected sixty applicants for naturalization 
| because they were unable to speak English. The judge is reported as 
saying: ‘‘1 will not naturalize any person who comes before me and is 
unable to speak the English language sufficiently to make himself under- 
stood.”’ . 





The Brussels correspondent of the Times says that the debates on the 
| Venezuelan case before The Hague Tribunal are drawing to a close, and 
| several delegates have already left. Wednesday's proceadings were marked 
| by an interchange of courtesies between the French delegate, M. Clunet, 
| and Sir Robert Finlay, whose flattering reference to the Paris bar evoked a 

similar compliment from M. Clunet in respect of his British confréres. The 
| judgment will probably deliver judgment about the middle of December. 


| On the 5th inst., says the Zimes, at the Lambeth County Court, before 
‘Judge Emden, Mr. H. H. Perkes, sued a cab proprietor named Lavell 
for damages for the loss of a kit-bag and its contents. The defendant’s 
driver was plying for hire at Waterloo Station on the 2nd of March, and 
was engaged by the plaintiff to convey Mr. Perkes and his bag to Euston. 
The bag was pl on the roof of the cab by a railway porter. On 
nearing Euston Station the bag was missed, and complaint was made at 
Tottenham-court-road Police Station. Subsequently the missing property 
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was traced to receivers of stolen goods, and they were prosecuted at the 
Old Bailey and convicted. The police returned the property recovered to 
the plaintiff, who said it was worthless, and that he had been kept out of 
it some months, and that meantime he had had to replace the stolen 
goods. It was stated in evidence that in 1897 the Home Secretary issued 
a regulation that the proprietors of four-wheeled cabs should provide a 
chain for securing the luggage they carried. The driver admitted that he 
placed the chain across the bag, but did not secure it. Counsel submitted 
that there was an implied contract to carry the passenger and his luggage 
safely and securely. The judge said the case was one of great importance, 
and he felt the responsibility of the decision he was about to give. He 
felt that negligence had been made out, and gave judgment for the 
plaintiff for £17 10s, and costs, 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora oF ReGistRars in ATTENDANCE ON 








Date. Emercexcy <Appeat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
r Rota. No. 2. KEKEWICH. Byrye. 
eenewen +16 Mr. Theed Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach Mr. Farmer 
y A Jackson Th King 
Church Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Greswell Jackson Theed 
i Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Farmer Jackson Theed King 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
FarweE.Lt. Buckiey. JOYCE. Swinren Eapy. 
Monday, Nov.............16 Mr. Carrington Mr. Godfrey Mr. Greswell Mr. Jackson 
a Beal R. Leach Church Pemberton 
Wednesday ...............18 Carrington Godfrey Greswell Beal. 
cone Beal R. Leach Church Carrington 
e+e 20 Carrington Godfrey Greswell R. Leach 
sel Beal R. Leach Church Godfrey 











The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


Nov. 17.—Messts. Desexnam, Tewson, Farmer, & Bripcwarer, at the Mart, at 2:— 
Kilburn, Clerkenwell-road, Croydon, and New Southgate: Freehold Ground-rents 
amounting to £273 1s. per annum, in Eight Lots. Solicitors, Messrs. Surr, Gribble, & 

Oliver, London.—Battersea, Camberwell, and Old Kent-road : Lot 1.—A profit Rental 

of £30 per annum, arising from the shop and premises, Battersea. ot 2.—Two 

Ni lis-street, Camberwell. Lot 3.— 


Dwelling-houses, Nos. 12 and 14, , We C 
The and Dwelling-house, No. 262, Old Kent-road. Solicitors, Messrs. Bolton & 
e Mart, at 2:—Reversion to One-fifth of 


Co., London. (See advertisements, Nov. 7, p. xviii.) 

Nov. 18.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bousrienp, at 
a Trust Fund, consisting of £3,585 6s. 3d. Consols, Freehold Ground-rents of £30 per 
annum, and Leasshold Ground-rents of £379 12s. per annum ; two ladies aged 86 and 
80, contingent on the reversioner, a lady aged 25 years, surviving them ; also Three 
Policies on the reversioner’s life for £400, £200, and £150. Solicitors, Mes-rs. Harper 
& Battcock, London.—Hampstead: Freehold Residence, erected by the late owner 
about twenty years ago for bis own occupation, close to the Swiss Cottage Station on 
the Metropolitan Railway ; the house is a most substantial structure, and presents a 
commanding appearance ; the grounds, about an acre and a quarter in extent, are very 
effectively laid out and handsomely wooded, and having frontages of 278ft. to College 
Villas-road and 223ft. to Finehley-road. Solicitors, Mesers, Linklater, Addison, 
Brown, & Jones, London. (See advertisements, Nov. 7, p. xvii.) 

Nov. 18.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrie.p, at the Mart, at 2: Semi-Detached Resi- 
dence, No. 27, Mowbray-road, five miuutes from Brondesbury Stations; lease 71$ 

ears, at £14; vacant sion, Solicitors, Messrs. Clarke & Davis, Liverpool.— 

it. John’s Wood, Walham Green, and Upper Norwood: Leasehold Investments of 
the total rental value of £674 annum. in Lots. Solicitor, E. M. Lazarus, Esq., 
London.—Blackfriars: Freehold House, No. 6, Bennett-street, Stamford-street, three 
minutes’ walk from Blackfriars Bridge, containing nine rooms, yard; producing 
£92 6s. annum. Solicitors, Messrs. ‘kson & Buckley, Halifax. (See advertise- 
ments, this week, back page.) 

Nov. 19.—Messrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, at 2:—Sydenham (near Sydenham and 
Upper Sydenham Stations and the Crystal Palace) : Detached Residence and Premises, 
known as the Sydenham High School for Girls, let to the Girls’ Public Day School Co. 
(Ltd.), om repairing lease for 33 years unexpired, at £200 per annum. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Holder & Wood, London.—Beckenham (near Beckenham and Ravensbourne 
Stations): Double-fronted Detached Residence, let upon repairing lease, at £160 per 
annum. Solicitor, William Vant, Esq., London. (See advertisement, Nov. 7, p. xix.) 

Nov. 18 and 19.—Messrs. Wattoy & Lex, at Winchester House, Old Broad-street, at 2:— 
Exceptional sale of a large London estate, in the royal borough of Kensington, in 
numerous convenient lots: Valuable Freehold Property, comprising a large number of 
Family Residences. manufacturing, i . banking premises, shops, studios, 

hotels, and other licensed houses, public buildings, cot , Stabling, and other hold- 

er with the interiors, of Edwardes-square and Pembroke-square, the former 
it 3a. Or. 31p. in extent, and available shortly for building development free 
from restrictions. The pro , a8 a whole, produces an annual Ground-rent of about 
£2,500, with unusually early Reversions, commencing , 1905, estimated at 
£40,000 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Fladgate & Co., London. (See advertisement, 


being ai 


Nov. 7, p. xviii.) 
Nov. 19.— . H. E. Foster & Craxrie.p, at the Mart, at 2:— 
REVERSIONS: 


To a Trust Fund, Government Stock, &c., value of £3,980; lady aged 47. Solicitors, 
. Braikenridge & Edwards, London; Messrs. Small, Talbot, & Stein, 
Burton-on-Trent ; Walker, Son, & Field, Lond»n; Messrs. Unett, 
Moore, Bepley, & Co., Birmingham. 
To One-seventh of a Trust Fund in India Stock, &c., value £14,340; lives aged 54 
and 58. Solicitora, Messrs. Gibson, Usher, & Co., London. 
Of gentleman, aged 70, to No. 2304, Queen’s-road, Dalston ; held for 51 years un- 
expired at £7 10s., and sub-let at £40 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Shackles 
& Dunkerly, Hull. 
, aged 75, to Freehold and Copyhold Property at North Tuddenham, 
orfolk, value of £940. Solicitors, Messrs. G. & M. Goodman, London, 
en ed holds £157 10s 
gentleman, aged 45, in Freeholds at Eastbourne, ucing £157 10s. per annum ; 
also a Policy for £700. Solicitors, Messrs. Oldfield, Bartram, & Oldfield, 


Of gentieman, aged 53, in Trust Fands, of £175 per annum, with Policy. Solicitors 
Mesers. Wt. Walsh & Sons, Manchester. ; 


For £2,000, £1,000, £500, £500, £500, £500, £100. Solicitors, C, F. Martelli : 
Messrs. Grubbe & Troughton, London. aiesion oy 
(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 

ce Result of Sales. 


Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore sold, at the Mart, on the 12th inst., a2 Freehold in Hoxton 
Market, Shoreditch, for £875, and Leasehold Residences 5 Hackn 
Stratford and Maryland Point, totalling £2,699. © itis 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Nov. 6. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep mv CHANCERY. 
Agtiricers Guitp, Luoutep—Petn for wi , presented Nov 2, directed to be heard 


ing up, 
ov 17. Hind & Robinson, Stone bid, incoln’s inn, solors for petner. Noti 
eppearing must reach the choveanantl not later than 6 o’clock in the aftutanes ot 


Avromosite SurpLy Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, directed to be heard Oct 27 
adjourned to Nov 17. Russell & Co, Norfolk st, Strand, solors for petners. Notice of 
Spbearing must the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

B. Bripewarer & Co, Limrrep—Petn for pes | ing up, presented Oct 29, directed to be 
heard Nov 17. Ford & Co, Bloomsbury sq, solors for etners. Notice of a] rin, 
reach the abo not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Nov 16. —- 

East ANGLIAN OrnMEsBY Haut Sream Surrpinc Co, Liuitep—Creditors are required, on 
or cog bg he to oy way gE dd , and ee particulars of their debts or 
claims, omas ues illiam Stanley Dean i 
Jacks, South Shields, solors for liquidators ae nr 

EaypTiaN AND GENERAL SynpicatE, Limttep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 19, 

, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 


pong LT aby, 3, Princes st Lattey & Hart, Camomile st, solors for liquidator 
“Gon come ant a2 er Peres te ee 
Inpia | ate  ecenie enced may LL Ang for winding up, eae Nov 3, 

appearing must Touche abv-saed mt nea oie ita ot 


Kanowna Consotipatep Goip Mives, Limrrep (1 Liquipa tion) —Creditors are uired 
on or before Dee 1, to send their names and i ir cla ) 
y ) Weller gto bee et 8, and particulars of their claims, to 

Heaton Park Constirutionat Co-operative Society, Luutep—Creditors are required, 
or calass, to Mr. Sohn ‘Townley Trotter, a1, Becsenties a, tease ee ae 

i ley er, razenno: r F - 

ee 3 » che sors rms liquidator , 27, se st, chester. Foulds & Lay: 

1gq's Coat TrppLter, Limirsp—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 15. to send their 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Richard H. F. 
Hitchens; 11, Queen Victoria st 


London Gazetie.—Tuxsvay, Noy. 10. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lawirep my CHancesy. 


Ba.iastine Pant Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 14, to send thei 
names and addres: and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Samuel ‘Thornely 
Mott, York mansion, York st, Westminster Reid, Gt St Helens, solor for liquidator 

Brissam Concession, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 15, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Frederick 

ee House, Laurence Pountney hill. Romer, Copthall chmbers, solor for 

British Cocumptan Enrerprise, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 15, to 
ami ee ‘_ 4 iw onene aa 7 8, po — of gk “—. or claims, to Charles 

on, ouse, uxence Pountney hill. I’Anson 

bldgs, Gray’sinn, solor for liquidator re 

—= — ag ay Ae for winding uP, resented Nov 7, directed to be heard 

ov 24. Tamplin . F urch st, solors for petners. Noti f i 

. reach the pnt gh later than 6'o’clock in the eheracen of Nov - — 

SLECTRICAL PuBLisHine Co, Limrrep—Peta for windiog up, presented Nov 6, directe. 
be we Aged =. Pai J & _ me ~ fields, Sec "Posnecmnb, 82, ame z 
Manchester, solor for the er. ti ppeari y y “name 

not later than 6 o’clock in afternoon of Nov 34 n<- depcrstcec agin hai wan 

Papass Cseren age GoLp on pa Lourep—Creditors are required, on or before 

an 30, to se! eir names an and the icul i i 
so aoe an particulars of their debts or claims, 

Hurt Trawiine Parents anp GENERAL Suppiy 

on or before Dec 15, to send their names and 

or claims, to Walter Scott, 5, Parliament st, Hull 

James Hytanp, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented No 
patone Se Come, Sevag st, Mantees ar, “ ov 23, at 10 o’clock. Hilditch, John Dalten st, 

. 0} ers. otice of appearing reach re-nam 

a _ 6 — in the \ << of Nov 22 — = ealeed 
AGic Lantern Jourxat Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 14, to 
send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 

. wae F. Gore. =, Conese ee, Birmingham 

icHarD 8. HuGues, Lisirep — itors are required, on or before Dec 18, to send their 

Growghion Knight Stileman, ayy E at hoe oy te Fa 

Ouse > i 
. — an st, rea) Wo 8q,  ~ for lit id st. Stileman & Neate, 
jt James’ (GLOUCESTER OBKING Men’s Corrgz House Co, Limrrep—Creditors are 
required, on or before 7, to send their names and addresses particulars 
het debts or claims to Martin Barry -Lewis, Bell In, G sataisieneh Seca 
HoMAS Fenwick & sitep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 9, directed 
heard Nov 20 Priestley, John st, Sunderland, elon’ ter petners. ‘Notioe of A 

_— —— the —— ed —— 6 o’clock in the afternoon on Nov 19. 

ALsH, Lovett, MITE reditors are required, on or before Dec 22, to i 
names and addresses, and the particulars of thar debta or claims, to pL ped 

Wenham, Waterloo st, Birmingham. Pinsent & Co, Birmi » solors for liquidator. 


Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, 
, and the particulars of their debts 


Nov 3, directed to be heard 








Creditors’ Notice3. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazetie.—Tvurspay, Oct. 20. 
Bewizy, Mary Axx, Newcastle upon Tyne Nov 30 Dickinson & Co, Newcastle upon 


Boven, Sarau, Matlock Bank, Der Nov 20 Potter, Matlock Bri 
Bownetr, CHARLES, Litlington, Cam’ ridge, Publican Nov l4 Wexthem & Co, Royston, 


Baiscox, Joun Lirrigr, Widnes Decl ¥ J & C Poole, Widnes 





Amway £3,750 at annual premiums amounting to £39 11s. 11d. Also Free- 
hold Properties, estimated to uce about £523 per annum, subject to mort- 
gages amounting to £10,500. , Robert Greening, Esq., London. ’ 


Brows, Jouy, cork Dec1 Cobb & Son, York 
Browne, Junta Exiza, Weston super Mare Nov 20 Isbell, Bristol 








































































Nov. 1 


Came, BicHARD 
CaamBeRs, CHA 
Fleet st 








Ceans, WILLIA 
DowaLpson, TH 
row 


Duepaxe, Cua! 
Doss, eo 
EasTMAN, MIL 
OTT, a L 
HERIDGE, BE 
ie Norfolk 
Furtcuer, Ca 
Bournen 
FoxaLt, Epwa 
GoprREY, JOm 
GovLBuRN, JU 
Green, WILLI 
GreeNwoop, & 
Hareis, Too 
Heuneway, } 
Horan, Mi: 
Hvco, Fanny, 
Jovgpain, AL 
Greshatr 


MACLACHLAN, 
Mansercu, H 
Mose.ey, Ha: 
Paut, Mary 4 
Porter, Emm 

B ‘or 
Rickersy, H: 

Bedfort 


Risuton, Ma 
Saumon, WIL! 

Bedfor< 
SwrH, Mary, 
Suita, THOM: 
SraLLARD, JC 
Vevess, Mar 
WALL, GEor 
Wa su, Sars 
WELLBELOVE 

& Ash 


WuiTAkEs, J 








Anraur, Ma 

&'Co, ] 
Bevins, Ext! 
Cowan, Dav 


Crane, SARA 
Cronpaca, A 





Dixiz, Dame 
Leicest 
Dixon, THOS 
on Ty 
Downe, E 
ENTWISTLE, 
Evans, ALF! 
Fawcett, T! 
Fiera, Tx0! 
Francis, Jo 
Jewry 
Girrarp, Jo 
Hartcey, 8. 
HEATHCOTE, 
Hexsert, H 
Hewitt, Jo 
Homes, M: 
Horstey, d 
Mark 





Jackson, 8: 
Justis, FRE 
Kirriz, Wi 

Hurd 





Lag, Susa 
Lawson, 
MacqugeEnN, 
MarsuAtt, 
Mason, AL 
MarrHews 
Mawson, } 
Nayior, M 
Paumer, A: 
Perkins, M 
Prerers, WwW 
Perris, Ay 
Prowse, 8: 
PULLEINE, | 
Ruoves, M 
Ruppie, 
Devi 
Burrn, GE¢ 
Surru, Jou 
SrarrorD, 
Stra: 











STRACHAN, 
Srurt, 8a3 
Tempe, E 
THompson, 
THRELKEL! 
TOUSSAINT 
Trorman, 
Wicuraa) 
Wiis, 
WILLIAMS, 
Wizson, & 

Nev 
Woottsy 
Wnricar, j 













AskWITH, 
Bauuam, J 
SLEWITZ, | 
Brovauto 
BURROW, . 

Nor 














03. 
li, Esq. ; 


2 Hoxton 
7, Poplar, 


be heard 
Notice of 
moon of 


Oct 27 
lotice of 
moon of 


ted to be 
ng must 


ired, on 
debts or 
Shields 


d their 
ornely 
or 

d their 
derick 
or for 


15, to 
harles 
rulum 


heard 
must 


ted to 
dy st, 
amed 


efore 
laims, 


uired, 
debts 


heard 
on st, 
1 not 


4, to 
8, to 


their 
[emry 
eate, 
} are 
rs of 


0 be 
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their 
lezer 
ator. 
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Ricnarp, Lancing, Sussex Novi6é Boxall & Boxall, Chancery In 
Cease Cuanues, Philbeach gdns, Earl’s Court Nov2i Tarry & Co, Serjeapt’s inn, 
Flee 


NE a Tuomas, Islington, Van Builder Nov17 King & Jenkins, Abchurch In 
Seesrbeon, Tuomas Outs THus, Blackheath, Civil Engineer Nov 16 ce ay Bedford 


row 
Duepavz, Cuetstiana, Rawtenstall, Lancs Decl Townsend, Rawtenstall 

Dows, Josera, Parkham, Devon, Farmer Decl Goaman, Bideford 

EasTMAN, Emity Maura, Gosport, Hants Noy2l1 Blake & Co, Portsmouth 

EuuoTT, ANNE, Southsea Nov 21 Watson, Stourport 

Sramae® Stoke Ferry, Norfolk, Merchant Nov 28 Matthews, Swaffham, 


Furrcuer, Caartes Wituiam, Holland rd, Kensington Nov 20 Rawlins & Rawlins, 
Bournemouth 

FoxaLt, Epwarp, Harrow Decl Roy & Cartwright, Coleman st 

Goprrey, Jonny, Kilburn Noy 30 Fox, Lower Seymour st, Portman s 

GoutsurRN, JuLiA, Tanbridge Wells December 7 Tatham & Procter, Lincoln’s-in-Fields 

GREEN, Wim, Crosshills, Yorks November 13 agg = eis Skipton 

GREENWOOD, Mary ANN, Halifax November 2 Dey, 

Harris, THomas FLADGATE, Staines November 14 Baine rs * Brettell, Chertsey 

Hewuincway, Mary , Scholes, Birstall, Yorks November 14 Parry & Co, Bradford 

HorMAn, MINN JOSEPHINE, Porchester pl, Oxford Sq December1 Lindsay & Co 

Hueco, Fanny, Woodbury, Devon November 14 Gray & Jackson, Exeter 

JougDAIN, AcperT Sraxiu Aus, Ulverstone, Tasmania, Australia Nov 16 Blyth & Co, 
Gresham House 

Mac.acauan, Exvizasetru, Fulham Noy3 Thrupp & Co, Old Cavendish st 

Maysearcu, Hersert, Windermere Nov 21 North & Co, ‘Live 

MoseLey, Hannan, East Putney Dec18 J & E Whitworth, Manchester 

Paut, Mary Any, ‘Wadebridge, Cornwall Nov 15 Symons, Wadebri 

aa aes JANE, Laurea:e, Massachusetts, US A Nov 24 Gaunt & Newton, 

radfor 
a * pmgenne JaxE, Upper Norwood Nov 28 Darley & Cumberland, John st, 
01 

Risuton, Mary Mortey, Blackburn Novi4 Radcliffes & Higginson, Blackburn 

Samon, WILLIAM, St Andrew, Holborn above Bars Nov 20 Maskell & Nisbet, John st, 
Bedford row 

Sur, Mary, Broadwas, Worcester Novy20 Stallard & Son, Worcester 

Suita, THomas, Liverpool Novy 25 Collins & Co, Liverpool 

SraLLARD, Jonx, Henwick, Worcester, Solicitor Nov 20 Stallard & Son, Worcester 

Vevess, Mary Ann, Worcester Nov 20 Stallard & Son, Worcester 

Watt, Gzorce, Worcester, Housekeeper Nov 20 Stallard & Son, Worcester 

Wats, Saran, Worcester Nov 29 Stallard & Son, Worcester 

WELLBELOV ED, "CHARLES Henry, Birkdale, Lancs, Unitarian Minister Dec 17 Worden 


Ashington, Southport 
WuitakeEr, JAMES Fiercuer, Salford Nov 30 Foyster & Co, Manchester 


London Gaszette.—Fripay, Oct. 23. 


Anraur, Mary Arasecua, Countess of Galloway, Upper Grosvenorst Dec7 Nicholson 
& Co, Princes st, Storey’s Gate 

Bevins, ELLEN, Barrow, nr Ulverston Nov7 Butcher, Blackpool 

Cowan, Davin, Brixton, Engineer Cowan, King st, — Shields 

Crave, SArau, Gorleston, Suffolk Nov 10 Burton & So 

Ceoxbact, Anxoxp, Warrington crescent, Maida Vale, Merchant Dec19 Hollams & Co. 


Dix1z, {Dame ifs A CATHERINE, Stoney Stanton, Leicester Nov 30 Oordon-Place & Co, 


Dixon, 5 Fencehouses, Durham, Farmer Dec 21 Dransfield & Elsdon, Newcastle 
on Tyne 

Dow.inc, Epmunp, Hampstead, Colour Merchant Nov 23 Stones & Co, Finsbury circus 

ExTWIsTLE, Ann, Swinton, Lancs Dec 4 ITY, ester 

Dec3 Skewes-Cox & Co, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Fawcett, Tuomas, Harrogate,Innkeeper Noy 2 Hirat & Capes, Barrogate 

Fiara, Tuomas, Rastrick, nr Halifax, Quarryman Nov 22 hall, Evland 

Francis, JOSEPH Appisox, Hawksburn, Victoria, Australia Nov 20 ‘Maddison & Co, Old 


Jewry 
Girrarp, Foun HanrpincGe, Duke st, St James’s Nov 23 Philpot & Morrell, Bedford row 
Bell, Woolston, nr Southampton 


Hartcey, Satter Sr G J, Exton, Rutland Nov 30 Barr & 
HEATHCOTE, GEORGE, Woolston, Beer Retailer Nov 2t 
Hexpert, Hewuierre, Peckham Oct 31 Romain, Bishopsgate st Without 
Hewitt, Josern Norrinaton, Spital Clewer, Bucks Dec1 Paddison & Co, Gresham st 
Hoitmes, MarGaret, Gt Portland st Dec7 Tatham & Procter, Lincoln’s inn fields 
ams ies Downham Market, Norfolk Nov 13 Reed & Wayman, Downham 
e 
Jackson, Samvet, Manningham, Bradford, Builder Oct 31 - 94 Bradford 
Justis, FREDERICK WILLIAM, South Hampstead Nov 23 Smith &'Co, Arundel st, Strand 
Kirrie, WiLLiam James, Galway st, St Luke’s, Licensed Victualler Nov 23 Buchanan & 
Hurd, Basinghall st 
Lazy, SUSANNA, Pembroke Dock Dec3 Jones Lloyd, Pembroke Dock 
Lawson, Rozerr, Bolton, Leather Currier Dec 12 Hulton & Co, Bolton 
Macqugen, James, Hastings Nov19 Chalinder & Herington, Hastin; tings 
Marsuatt, Roser, West Leal, Lincoln, Farmer Nov 20 Walker & Uo, Spilsby 
Mason, ALFrep, Leicester Nov 30 Owston & Co, Leicester 
Marruew 8, DanieL, Abergavenny Oct 31 Gardners, Abergavenn: 
Mawson, Marrua, Ardwick Green, Manchester Dec 1 Peacock & Goddard, Gray’s inn 
Nayor, ‘Mary. Scawby Brook, Lines Nov 28 Freer & Co, Bri 
Patmer, Ann SusANNA, Leytonstone Noy 30 Corselliss & Co » Wandsworth 
Perkins, Mary, Weymouth Dec7 Andrews & Co Weymouth 
Peters, WILLIAM, Leigh, Lancs, Grocer Dec 29 Widdows, Leigh 
Prrrik, ANN, Jarrow Nov 25 Mather & el nine +p 4 nm Tyne 
Prowse, Saran, Wylde Green, Warwick Dec 1 Mills, Birmingham 
PULLEINE, Jou, Burton on Stather, Lincs Nov 3 Teoer & Oc 
Ruopes, Mary ELizaseru, Alfred pl West Nov 20 Saunders, "Regent st 
a GrorGE, Bishop’ s Cannings, Wilts, Farmer Dec 31 Jackson & Jack on, 
evizes 
Sairu, Gzorcr, Exeter Decl J & 8 P Pope, Exeter 
Burrus, Joun, Blaenavon, Mon Dec 26 Blythway & Son, Pontypoo! 
poasveas, & Etvina Mary Joxuia, Axminster, Devon Nov 25 aa & Co, Norfolk st, 
tranad 


Evans, ALFRED, st Leonards 


Sreacnan, Daviv, Grosmont, Mon, Innkeeper Oct 31 Gardners, Abergavenny 
Srv RT, SAMUEL, Westmeston, Sussex Dec 3 Phelps & Co, Aldermanbury 
Terie, Evizasetu, Clifton hill Nov 30 Cartwright & Cunnin; , Paternoster row 
Tuompson, Marrua, Darlington Nov 23 Wooler & Wooler, Darlington 
THRELKELD, Kirkoswald, Cumberland, Wool Merchant Nov 23 enn & Co, Penrith 
Toussaint, "ALFRED, Bupert ct, Wardour st, Painter i“ 20 Hamm 
Trorman, Epwarb, Brimpstield, Glos, Farmer Decl W&CH = Cheltenham 
Wicuraan, Epwarp, Shepshed, "Leicester, Tailor Dec 4 ay shepshed 
Wituiams, AvcusTa MaBEL Southampton Nov 30 naray’ 8 ino sq 
WittiaMs, Jonn WALTER, Williton, Somerset Nov 6 pomdy & Co, Willi 
Witson, Mary Avausta, Lyndhurst, Gosforth, Northumberland Nov 20 “Griffith & Co, 
W, ing meg on x J 

OoLLEY, WiLL14M, Longton, Carpenter Nov 21 Jones, 0) 
Waicur, Frances, Failsworth, lances Novlé JR&L on 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Oct. 27. 
Askwita, Wit.14M, Bishop Wilton, Yorks, Farmer Dec 10 Robson, Pocklington 
Ba.uam, Tame 8, Wetherden, Suffolk, Farmer Nov 30 Gudgeons & Co, Stowmarket 
Buewirz, Florence, Countess de Heriz, Rome Decl Field & Co, Lincoln’s inn tields 
Brovautoy, Wiu1am, Bolton Decl Ri 


Coope, Mary, St Austell, Cornwall Nov 16 Shilson & Co, St Austell, Cornwall 
Deruam, Mary, North Curry, Somerset Decl2 Kite & Co, Taunton 
Dows.anD, EvizaBetu, Scarborough Nov30 W& WS Dra wbridge, Scarborough 
Duke, Grorce Amos, Westbourne Park Dec 8 Webster & Webster, a s inn fields 
Dyson, Tuomas, Windsor, Jeweller Nov = Dyson, Thames “ Windso' 

Green, Joun, Shipham, Somerset, Nov 30 "axbridge, Somerset, RSO 
Grunpy, Ametia, Derby Nov9 Calon & Wool E Woolley, Derby 
Haven, Gzorce Joseru, Wylde Green, cle Accessories Manufacturer Nov 30 


Chinn, Birming! 
Hess, Georce, Bere Regis, Dorset, Draper Dec 10 Filliter & Son, Wareham, Dorset 
Dec2 Clark, Blackpool 


Hout, Natuan, Blackpool 

aa Jouy, Weston super Mare, Labourer Nov 30 March, Axbridge, Somerset, 

Issorson, Mary, Broomhall Park, Sheffield Dec 21 Ling = ead & Barker, Sheffield 

JEFFERIS, Henry, Antofagasta, i Nov6 Johnstone, Bristol 

Jounsos, Saran, Mare st, Hackney Nov 26 Cameron & Co, Gresham House 

Jones, Rosert,Liandudno Nov 3u ee & Johnson, Liandudno 

Jones, Saran Louisa, Bi Dec2 Lough, Birmingham 

Limsuick, Sypvey, Swindon, Kngine Driver Dec18 Langley-Smith, Gloucester 

Lome, Ricky, West Bowling, Bradford, General Carrier Noy 25 Farrar & Crowther, 
‘or 

McDermott, Epwarp, Leatherhead, Journalist Nov 30 a & Co, Lincoln’s ian fields 

MACLEAN, JULIA, Peckham Nov 30 Baker & Nairne, Crosby 

MausuHa.t, Rosertr, West Keal, Lincs, Farmer Nov 20 Rammer, Spils! 

May, Gezorae, St Paul’s Cray, Kent, Farmer Dee 10 May & Co, Laurence Pountney hill 

Miuis, ADA Emi, Gloucester ter, Hyde Park Decl Reader & Co, Moorgate st 

Myxsi.i, Mary, Senet Essex Nov 28 Meggy & Stunt, Chelmsford 

Newron, Jonny, esfield, Dyer Dec7 Ashworth & Inman, 

Nicnoisoy, Resgcca, Kingston upon Hull Dee 1 Dawson, Hull 

Pacertr, Geores, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler Dec1 Pointon, Birmingham 

Percivat, Ricnarp, Burgh by Cumberland Oct 31 Blackburn & : Main, Carlisle 

PowkLL, Kare Pracu, Folkestone ov 30 Morgan & Co, Carmarthen 

Price, GrorGe, y, Leeds, Plumber Nov 28 Lupton & Fawiett, Leeds 

Rar-Rerp, Sir Hexny, Paplow, Bucks Nov 90 Crosse & , Strand 

SaRGEANT, Enocu, Cheadle, Staffs, Millwright Nov4 Cull& Brett, Stoke on Trent 

SrerHens, JAMES = | Olveston, Glos, Veterinary Surgeon Dec1 Crossman & Co, 


Thornbury, RSO 

Suiivan, Mar ‘THEW, ae on Sea Nov9 Tolhurst & Cox, Southend on Se 

Taytor Epwarp JAMES, Chelsea, Distiller Dec 1 a & Bon, Lincoln’s i ion fields 

Wits, Jonn, Llandudno Novy 30 Chamb , Llandudno 

beimeerey Joux, St Margaret with Scrathy, Norfolk Publican Dec 1 Wiltshire & Sons, 
(armow 

Yarwoop, Tuomas, Cheddleton, Farmer Nov4 Cull & Brett, Cheadle, Stoke on Trent 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Oct. 30, 


Apamson, Janz, Scarborough Dec 12 Turnbull & Son, Scarborough 
—* Cueistoruer WILLIAM, Killamarsh, Derby, Solicitor Jan1 Margaret Alder- 


Bawa, eerase Wi.1am, St Leonard’s on Sea, Sussex Dec 1 James, Lincoln’s inn 
pet Argyll rd, Kensington Dec 31 Clapham & Co, Devonshi Bish 


3q, P 
Beane, Wi.1aM, sen, Maryport, Cumberland Nov 21 Lightfoot & Lightfoot, Maryport 
BarTHoLomew, Mary Ann, ‘Dresden, Saxony Nov 28 Snow & Co, Gt 8t Thomas Apostle 
Beurens, Sypney Lucas, Kaling Dec 10 10 Bimpeon & Co, Se 
Brown, Jonny, rstone, Lancs, Farmer Dec 1 Hubberstey, Presto! 
Buiock, Georet, Burnham on Crouch, Essex, Solicitor Nov 25 Rudall, Watling st 
Bunce, J AMES CHARLES, Southeea, Athletic Outfitter Nov 16 Miller, Sou Southsea 


Ciarp, Mary Any, Newport,Mon Decl Davis & Co, pn ee 

Cou.sox, Rosert, Skirbeck, Lincs Jan1 Millington & Simpson, Boston 
CursHaM, JANE, Scarborough Dec12 Turnbull & Son, Scarborough 

DeELiEr, —— Goopripge, Paignton, Devon Dec 1 bag bn ae SS a 
Denison the Hon ALBERT Denison SOMERVILLE, Wootton, Dec 31 
Baltwell & Co, Be Stone bidgs, ’s inn 

Dunpar, Mary, Dover Dec l6 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

Dunwopr, Watzr, Harden, az Bingley, Yorks Jan 19 9 Taylor & Co, Bradford 

Ev axe, Davia ID, Hampstead rd, Dairyman Dec 2i Newton & Co, Great Marlborough st, 


gent st 
Fatcongr, Perer, York, House Furnisher Janl W & K ET Wilkinson, York 
Firzowen, Mary Harvie, M , Northumberland Decl Brett, Morpeth 
Foyer, Aucusta, Horncastle, ines May 1 sDealer & Simpson, Boston 
GREAVES, WILLIAM Booru, Denton, Lanes, Yeast er Nov 20 pe Woolfenden, Denton 
Hartouman, Mary Ann, Clewer, Berks Nov 30 Phillips & Randleford, Windsor 
Herve, ELEANOR, South Wimbledon Dec 12 Rye & Eyre, Go! —— ~ I 
Hicks, "ANN, Adderbury, Oxtord Dec15 Kilby & Collinge, Ban! 
Hooper, Eizasers, Highwood rd, Tufnell = Nov 30 Gciitieeds & & Co, Knightrider st 
Horne, RichHarp Epwakp, Bournemouth ov 30 Barkum, Old Jewry chmbrs 
Humpureys, Emma, Forest Nov 25 Paine & Brettell, Chertsey 
InsaLt, Emma, Clifton, Bristol Dec14 Bush & Bush, Bristol 
omer MELLO Wiliam, Wellington, New Zealand, "Livery Stable Keeper Decl Blyth 
Gresham House 
JAMES, “ote Cardiff, Iron Merchant Dec1 Morris, Cardiff 
Jones, Ropert LANDEMANN, Weston super Mare Dec 19 Baker & Co, Weston super 


Kine, Harry Dennis, Sutton pl, Hackney Dec 31 Crossfield & Co, Hackney rd 

Kirsox, Mary Exizasetn, Ba bacombe, Torquay Nov 28 Kitsons & Co, Torquay 

Lea, ALFRED, Camden rd Deel Culross & Holt, 

Lirrte, CHARLES, Satu, Northumberland, Draper Dec8 WJS& JAS Scott, New- 


castle upon 
Livessy, George, uddersfield Nov 30 Armitage & Co, Huddersfield 
Maunovyesa, the Most Hon Constance Harriet, } se Marchioness of Lothian, Blicklin 
& Co, Cheltenham 


Hall, Norfolk Decl Forster, Ay’ 
Mu.ver, Apa Mape.ing, Cheltenham Nov 30 
Muxruy, Jony, Liverpool, Chemical Manufacturer Novy 30 Quinn, Liverpool 
Owen, Ann, Llandudno Dee1 Chamberlain & Johnson, Llandudno 
Pa.mer, SAMUEL, Gunthorpe, Notts Nov 26 Maples & McCraith, Nottingham 
Partineton, WiLuAm, Gt Lever, Bolton, Potato Salesman Dec 1 os & Co, Bolton 
Paske, ANNE, Gloncester ter, Hyde Park Decl Smiles & Co, Bedford 
Prucev AL, Lg ore ee en st Nov 00 Hemsley & Co, Aneny yd, Piccadilly 
RATT, Mary, Staines ov 0) 
Rynpet, Austix, Friar st, Blackfriars, Licensed Victualler Dec 14 Cain & Tomkins, 
Staple inn 
: Devon Nov29 Friend & Tarbet, Exeter 


Roagrs, Georee, Elford, nr Topsham. 
Sav ILL, om, Bounds Green, peneiddlevex Nov 23 Hewitt & Chapman, Nicholas In, 


Lombard 

Sxppon, Jou, Breightmet, Lanes, Coal Merchant Dec5 Haslam, Bolton 

SxpewicK, RicuagD, Ealing Decl4 Bond, » Seon on, 

Se.uck, Farperick Josera, Scoveston, ar Haverfordwest, Steamship Manager Nov 30 
Fuse 

Suirn, Mary, Hi sham, Norwich Dec1 Francis & Back, Norwich 

Tarion, Lovisa — Upper Walmer, oe ae * Bramall & Co, Leadenhall st 

ORNTON LIZARETH verpool Dec son, 
res “Henaierre Cuan.orre Mapeteine, Nice, France Decl Deacon & Co, Great 
en’s 

eesamn Gsorcr, Cheltenham Dec2t Billings, Cheltenham 

Veaner, WILLIAM Henry, a Surrey Dec ll ny 4k & Co, Throgmorton ay 

Waxes, Davin, Liverpool, D: Nov 30 Batesons & ae 











itson, Bolton 
Buzrzow, Lewis, Sierra, near Clovelly, Devon Dec 15 Gurney & Foster-Melliar, tton, 
North Cornwall’ sale it - 


Witson, Geongz, Burton Oe trent, Farmer Deol 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gazstte.—Turspay, Noy. 3. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


AppierArp, Joz, Bradford, Rug Manufacturer Bradford 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 

Aruertox, Hersertr WAtsu, Manchester Surveyor Bolton 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 

Bassineton, Coartes Eowarp, Russell Sans, Kensington 
High Court Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 3 

Bryyon, Joun, Pembroke, Hosier Pembroke Dock Pet 
Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

Biunpei., Wituiam Grorce, cae Norwood, Fruiterer 
Croydon Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 2 

Brat, Gites, Lydbrook, East eee. Glos, Collier 
Gloucester’ Pet Oct 81° Ord Oct 31 

High Court Pet 


Buooxe, Jonx, Walthamstow, F 

Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

Cater, Grorcr, Northampton, Grocer’s 
Northampton Pet Oct1 Ord Oct 24 

CrarincE, Georcr D, Birmingham, Auctioneer Birming- 
ham Pet t 19 Ord Oct 30 

OnTAGUE CLAUDE PELHAM, bo Park- 


Dorset, Poole Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 
CRANK, Herverr, Stockport, Fruiterer Stockport Pet 
Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 


Creep, Grorce Norazis, Doncaster Sheffield Pet Oct 30 
Ord Oct 


Salesman, 


Cray, WiLLiaAM 
stone, 


30 
Dick, Witt1am, Hebburn New Town, Durham, Confec- 
tioner Newcastle on Tyne Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 
Eyton-Jonzs, Joun Anrtuur, Abbotsfield, Wrexham, 
Denbigh, Surgeon Wrexham Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 
Fresco, James Harrizy, Beckenham, Schoolmaster 
Croydon Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 27 
Gover, Freprrick Tuomas, Crediton, —— Tin Plate 
Worker Exeter Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 
Green, Witiiam Tuomas Panraer, Kettering, N Northamp- 
= — Northampton Pet Oct 21 Ord 
1 


Greene, Wittiam Farizsr, ~Yy yy Essex, Inventor 
Colchester Pet Aug 20 Ord O 
oe Joun, Leeds, Grocer ale. Pet Oct 28 Ord 


Hesson, Wit1i1am Henry, Burton Latimer, or, 
Plumber Northampton Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 

Hitz, Witu1am, Portslade, Sussex, Builder Brighton Pet 
Oct 8 Ord Oct 31 

Hine, Freperic’ James Ecerton, Berners st, ee Paper 
Merchant High Court Pet Sept 18 Ord Oct 3 

Hirp, Bensamin, Northampton, Milliner oe 
Pet Sept 4 Ord Oct 30 

Ramsay, Thames Ditton, Jobbing Dealer 

z hy a. k 

AcCKSON, Tuomas, Boroug! Yorks, Innkeeper Yor 

Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 * 


Jacosson, Natuay, Hightown, Manehester, Ironmonger 
Pet Oct 31 “Ord Oct 31 
Joes, ALLEN, Cardiff, Insurance Agent Cardiff Pet Oct 
23 Ord Oct 28 


LeIBBRAND, eres Hermans, Clovelly rd, 
Author High Court Pet Augé6 Ord Oct 2 
Lorp, Joux Epsuunp, Heywood, heat 
Victualler Bolton Pet Ord 30 Ord Oct 30 
Morpvecal, Pawir Cuaeistoraer, rong Morpecalt, 

Feeperick Bassett Morpecar, and Epwixs Epcar 
Morpecat, Tottenham, Builders Edmonton Pet Oct 
9 Ord Oct 30 
Movovircu, Baryet, and Morris > ges x, Leeds, Clothiers 
Leeds ’Pet Sept 30 Ord Oct 
Norpasy Harry Gorvoy, New + Clerk High Court 
P Pet y+ om Oct 28 
ABKYN BERT Henny, Newport, Builder Newport, Mon 
- Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct a7 ™ ye 
‘ONTIFEX, Ricnarp, Upper Marylebone st, Portland pl, 
ision Merchant au Court Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 


Hunter, 


* cement 


Raprorp, Wiii14m, Derby, Driver Derby Pet 

Oct. 30 Ord Oct 30 ~hepagenes : See . 

Rocers, Wiiu1am A, Rushden, Northampton, Baker 
Northam; Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 30 


RosesTHaL, Samugt, Mile End rd,Tailor HighCourt Pet 
Oct 27 “Ord Oct ' ? , 


SeLway, Hswar, Willemstovn, Penygraig, Collier Ponty- | 


pridd Pet Oct 30 


Savker, Henry wo vty Halesowen, Worcester, 

ingham Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

Ssuitu, Rosert, Dunstan, Durham, Builder Newcastle on 
Pet Oct 15 Ord Oct 30 


Sovrnwoetn, WILLIAM, Preston, Licensed Victualler Pres- 


ton Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 
a = Agrace, Tuowas Curzox, jun, and James 
THERFORD, Newcastle on Tyne, Shipowners New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Sept 22. Ord Oct 26° et? 
Wass, Henny 


gorGe, Nottingham, Builder Nott 
Pet Oct 0 Ord Oct) ee —— 


Woopmax, Tuomas, Burton on Trent, Baker Burton on 
Trent Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 

Witxixsox, Sauver, Leeds, Painter, Leeds Pet Oct 29 
Ord Oct 29 


Wittiams, Tnomas, Hadley, Salop, Baker Mad 
Oct 81 Ord Oct 31 r condiniae 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Pert, Epwarp Gzorce Laxxon, Key Bridge, St Breward 
Cornwall, Carpenter Truro Adjud Fevay’ 1902 Aceal 


London Gazette.—F ripay, Nov. 6. 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 
Bioeme, Fraxcis Soromoy, ay, Oxford, Plumber 


Pet Nov2 Ord N 
ony = ~ rammed Exeter, Baker Exeter Pet Nov 2 


Brecu at, , + a Jaste, Woollen Manufacturer Leeds 


Pet % 0. 
Boscuer, E. 
Oct al Brentford Pet Sept 3 Ord 





Buuiarp, Kate, 8t Albena, Dressmaker St Albans Pet 
Oct 29 Ord Oct 31 
Buiiock, Joun Frepericx, Leicester, Baker Leicester 
Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 
Curny, Sotomon, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Jeweller Carmar- 
en Pet Sept 17 Ord Oct 31 
Crarks, Patrick ee. N Shields Newcastle on Tyne 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 
Conss, “, Bans, Oletkenvll x Cycle Agent High Court 
Nov 3 
ieee Rozsert Newron, Bristol, Florist Bristol Pet 
Nov3 Ord Nov3 
Davies, Davin Joun, Dowlais,Glam, Grocer Merthyr 
re Tydai Pet Nov 3 Or Ord Nov 3 rea Seu 
ELL, Francis JosspH, Warrington, Decorator arring- 
Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 
Exsam. Witu1AmM Dawson, Thames Ditton, Vaccination 
Officer Kingston Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 
Grauam, J D, Salisbury House, London Wall, Company 
Promoter ' Court of ben Pet anes Ord Dec 5 
Guritpine, Maup E, Blackgang Chine —, nr Ventnor, 
IW Newport Pet Oct 15 Ord Nov 
Hassety, Georce Witiiam, North End ra Fulham, Baker 
High Court Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 
Joxzs, Epwarp zeoes, Liverpool, Tailor Wrexham Pet 
Nov2 Ord Nov 2 
Leits, Frank Ropert, Selsey, nr Chichester Brighton 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Nov3 
Lewis, Bensamry, Nantmel, Radnor, Carpenter Newtown 
Pet Nov4 Ord Novy 4 
Lorrsouss, Tom, Norton Malton, Yorks, Jockey Scar- 
borough Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 
Macartney, Jonny Henry, Ainsworth, nr Bury, Baker 
Bolton Pet Noy2 Ord Nov 2 
Macaucey, & AenEw Monet, Southsea Poole Pet Oct 14 
rd Nov 4 
Mappicort, oye ig Od Nov Devon, Licensed Victualler 
Exeter Pet Nov 
Maxrcowski, Sg Al ofp High Court 
“ Pet yt Ord a & Bazi Os 7 
ORGAN, Fraepgerick WI.LiiaM, king rd, Canning Town, 
Draper High Court Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 3 
Nzwect, Jouy, jun, Preston, Cycle Maker Preston Pet 
Nov3 Ord Nov 
O'Donnett, Francis, Leeds, Builder's Contractor Leeds 
Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 
Perks, Bernarp Bisuton, Wolverhampton, Printer Wol- 
verhampton Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 
Porter, Lie Bradford, Beerhouse Keeper Bradford 
Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 
Povey, vam » Grocer Guildford Pet Nov 3 
oy 
Smart, Taomas Henry, Batley, Yorks Dewsbury Pet 
Nov2 Ord Nov 2 
SrENcER, JOHN, paehen, Yorks, Cycle Dealer Sheffield 
Pet Nov8 Ord Nov 
Storr, Joun Ever, Saltburn by > Sea, Tailor Middles- 
brough Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 
Tsomas, Evan Henry, Cardiff, ante Cardiff Pet Nov3 
Ord Nov 3 
Warp, Arraur, 7 Kent, Tailor Canterbury Pet 
Oct 22 Ord Nov 
Wetts, Harry Stone, Pendleton, Salford Salford 
Pet Sept 25 Ord Nov 3 
Witttams, Jony, Morriston, Glam, Carpenter 
Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 
Witsox, Joux, Leeds, Working Gardener Leeds Pet 
Nov4 Ord Nov4 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Oct 9: 


Hoprrey, Rosger fan. Portsmouth, Tailor 
Pet Octé6 Ord O 


sane notice Aes for that ppbttes 1 in 
e London Gazette of Oct 30 
Bennett, Mi Cheetham Hill, Monshesten, Grocer 
Manchester Pet Oct28 Ord Oct 28 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


AppLeyArD, Joz, Bradford, Rug Manufacturer Nov 16 at 
3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
sompeies. Herpert 2 Bolton, Surveyor Nov 14 at 


ll Exchange st Bolton 

mee. E., CHARLES \Bowann, Russell gins, Kensington 
Nov 17 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Varey st. 

Baver, Goprreip Freperic, Dudley, Worcester, Gut 
ae Dalles Noy 14 at 11 Off Rec, 1993, Wolverhampton 

oars * Wacken. Northampton, Naturalist Nov 16 at 12 
Off Rec, Bridge st. Northampton 

Bex wert, Ricuanp Exeter. Baker Noy 19 at 10.80 Of 

ord circus, 

Bexyon, png Foukpane: Sear Nov 27 at 12.45 Tem- 
perance Hotel, Pembroke Dock 

Bonp, Puuir, and Gzaagp Francis Waker, Liverpool, 
Provision Me ts Nov 16 at 12 Off Reo, 35, Vie- 
toria st, Liverpool 

Boutcer, Warer, Barrow in Furness, Clothier Nov 17 at 
12.15 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

Ch ee » King’ sLynn, Carpenter Decl0at 10 Court 

ouse Lynn 

CouEN, Banyet, Clerkenwell rd, Cycle { Novi17 ati 
Bankruptcy bldgs, ge st eeu 

Crorgr, Davip, Walsall, Grocer’s Assistant Nov 16 at 11 
or Rec, Wolverhampton 

Cae inn hee Nov 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, 


Swansea 


Portsmouth 


ree In, 

Dourrox, Tuomas Henry, Davenham, Northwich, Stone- 
mason Nov 17 at4.15 Royal Hotel, Crewe 

mason Joun, Swindon, Innkeeper Noy 16 at W Off Rec, 


8, Regent circus Sw. 
mt, WItson, e Tool Manufacturer 


Machin 
Nov isat3 Off Ree, Townhall ge Halifax 


Garpiner, Harry Epwiy, Alde it, Haber 
Nov 17 at 12 Pane Bee bldgs, oo 

Housrer, Ramsay, Thames \ ny Dealer 
Nov 16 at 12.30 Tetiwey on app, Burey Gs Bri 

Jacksox, Hanoy, Botton Grocer’s Esra Novy 16 at 


45 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 








JENNINGS, ei he JANE, Bedford Nov 14 at 11 
& Morrison’s Office, Mill st, Bedford 
JONES, iiesay Lindal in Furness, Boot Maker Noy § 
at1l Off Reo, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 
Kixe, Gzoraz, Smithfield, Ludlow, Salop, Theatrig) 
r Nov 23at ~ 4, Corn sq, Leominster 





















Lamsiz, ae Watling st, ouseman Nov 18 at 9 

Mg ig 
ACARBTNEY, JOHN Henry, Ainswo ur Bury, 
Nov 16 at3 19, st, Bolton 


Mac.urze, ALEXANDER Foartay, Rock Ferry, Cheshire, 
General —— Novl6 at2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoriy 


snuetosee Ws ALTER, “1% Devon, Licensed Victualle 
on 19 at Fated “ott Be 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
= eka Now 16 at 11.30 24, Railway 
mdon 


Mevaia yy ey Portland, Dorset, Stone Merchant Noy 
17 at 12.30 Off Rec, Endless s . bury 

Morpecat, Putwir Curistorugr, Sue arp Morpeca, 
Ferpeeick Bassett Morpecal, and Epwin Epa 
Morpecal, am, Builders Nov 14at11.30 Of 
Ree, 14, ~y 


Norpasy, Harry Gorpon, New Barnet, Clerk Nov 16 g& 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, mn domag Fe 

Parraivgez, Frank, arwick, Tailor Nov 16a 
11.30 Off Rec, 17 "Hertford st, Coventry 

Bareeee Wars, b Derb by, Engine Driver Nov lé4atl 


RownTREE ROBERT GzorGE, "estes Cumwitton, Cum. 
berland, Farmer Nov 17 at 12 Off Rec, 84, Tishor a 
Carlisle 

o-. Rosert, Dunston, Durham, Builder Nov 14 a 

1.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Neweastle on Tyne 
pm. Water Sanprorp, Whitchurch, 
Brewer’s Traveller Nov 17 at 3.45 Royal Hoi 
Crewe 


Taytor, Ricnarp Brows, Skirbeck, nr Boston, Line, 
er my Nov 28 at 12.15 Off Rec, 4 and 6, Wests, 


Bosto: 

TrEcry, Auce, Shifnal, Salop, * cages Nov 18 at 1.30 
County Court Office, Madele' 

Weis, Henry, Wisbech, Cambrid e, Builder Nov 
at 11.30 Rose and Crown Hotel, Wisbech 

beet oy WILLIAM qeenere Facit, Lancs Nov 18 at’ 

Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

uae Wim, Kingston upon Hull, Insurane 

er Nov 14 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House la, 


Wi.uiams, Tuomas, Hadley, Salop, Baker Nov 18 at 2 
County Court Office, Madeley 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Arcaer, Beytitey G, Northall, Bucks, Farmer Luton 
Pet Aug 31 Ord Nov 3 

Barnes, Francis Soiomon, nate, Oxford, Plumber 
Oxford Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 

Break, W1i11Am, Bristol, Boot a Bristol Pet 
Oct 16 Ord Nov 3 

Bu.iock, Jouyx Freperick, Leicester, Baker Leicester 
Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 

Co.tetr, Jous Howarp, Sparkhill, Worcester, Builder 
Birmingham Pet Oct16 Ord Nov 4 

Cugey, Sees Newron, Bristol, Fruiterer Bristol Pet 
Nov’ Ord Nov3 

Davies, Davin Joun, Dowlais, Glam, Grocer Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Nov3’ Ord Nov3 

Det, FeanoisJosery, Warrington, Decorator Warrington 
Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 

Doveiss, Jonny Wittiam, Matlock, Derby, Hosiery 
bale 5) Employé Derby and Long Eaton Pet Oct 2 
Ord Nov 4 

Epger, bie and Danigx Epcer, Port Talbot, Abera- 
von, G! lam, Hauliers | Aberavon Pet Oct16 Ord Nov3 

FEATHER, Woes Halifax, Machine Tool Manufacturer 
Halifax Pet Oct 14 Ord Nov 2 

Gent, CLirrorp Tuomas, ar. Somerset, Farmer Yeovil 
Pet Sept 12 Ord Oct 31 

Hasse.., GrorGEe Wins, Fulham, Baker High Court 
Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 





Hocure.p, Davin, Leadenhall st, Cigar Dealer High 
Court Pet Sept 16 Ord Nov2 

Jenninas, Anniz Jane, Bediord Bedford Pet Oct 2 
Ord Nov 3 

Jones, Eowarp zyem, Liverpool, Tailor Wrexham Pe 
Nov2 Ord Nov 

Leiru, Frank Bonen, Selsey, ur Chichester Brighton Pet 

Oct 10 Ord Nov 4 
Lewis, Bensamin, Nantmel, Radnor, Carpenter Newtown 


Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 4 

Lorrsoussz, Tom, Norton, a. Yorks, Jockey Scar- 
borough Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 

Macartyey, Joun Henry, Ainsworth, nr Bury, Baker 
Bolton Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 2 

Murron, Heneay Joun, Sittingbourne, Kent, Engineer 
Rochester Pet Sept 23 Ord Nov 2 

Rowen’ Joun, a. jun, poe, Cycle Maker Preston Pet 


orDowats Faaxcis, Leeds, Contractor Leeds Pet Nov 

3 

Perks, Beanagp Bisuton, Wieetpagten, Printer Wol- 
ov 


verhamp' Pet Nov 4 

Porrer, WILLIAM, Seniteen, aad en Keeper Bradford 
Pet Nov4 Ord Novy 4 

Scorr, Eowarp, Forest Hall, Northumberland, General 

Dealer Newcastle on Tyre Pet Sept 25 Ord Nov 2 

Sart, Tuomas a Batley, Yorks Dewsbury Peé 
Noy 2 Ord Nov 

Surrh, Robert aR Tudhoe Durham 


Confectioner Durham’ Pet Oct 19 oon’ Nov 2 
Srencer, Joun, Rotherham, Cycle Dealer Sheflield Pet 
Nov 3 Nov 3 
Broor, Jonn Exvierxer, Saltburn by the Ban, Yorks, Tailof 
Middlesbro Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 


Tocmss, BYee ny, Cardiff, Grocer Condit? Pet Nov’ 

‘ov 

Was, s poe Zepescon, Pendleton, Salford Salford 

wise, Ne ty James, Wood Groen, Accountant 
Edmonton Pet Sept 16 


8. 
na Nov3 


































Nov. 
———— 
os EOL 
Wot Nov 

Amended n 


ENNETT, JO 
. Mancheste 


A 


Buries, Cal 
Aug 16, 1 
En 


Barney, F, D 
Nov5 
Bune, er 

Nov4 O 


BuTcHE A, Eu 

Pet Nov ¢ 

CLarKkson, W 
‘ocer 


Crow ey, M: 
Farmer 

Farnueab, A 
Court P 


Frank . . 
Nov5 . C 
Gioves, Bue 
xr Ol 


HAueEs, 
Pet Nov 
Haut, WItt 
Station } 
Hargtiey, C 
r 

Horxrys, Jo! 
Ord Nov 
‘Housparp, Ca 
Oven Ma 
Jounson, JA 
Pet Nov 
Jounson, W. 
Ord Nov 
Kerr LEWEL 
V'etuall 
Mare, Ev. 
port, Mc 
MasginoOrski 
13 Ord 


RanpDALi, W 
ham P 

Rarcui¥rE, 
Pet Nov 

Ro.ianp, M 
Ord Nov 


High Co 
SranTon, Is 
Ironmon 
Stocker, W 
Gilliagh 
Nov6é | 
Voumann, I 
Ord Nov 
Water, V 
facturer 
WATERMAN, 


Amended 


Lurr. Taom 
Newpor 


ATKIN, = 
Nov li 


Barnes, Fr 
18at3 

Bixe, Wat 
Off Rec 

Brrcu a, 


19 at 11 
Poscusr, | 
Bed 


Butiarp, | 
’ 
Bu.uock, J 


Davies, D: 
135, Hi 
Fairugab, 
2atl 
Francis, J 
ry s 
FRANKLAN! 


Frisk, Ret 


Mary « 


GuiLpING, 
t 1 





Plumber 
istol Pet 
Leicester 
, Builder 
stol Pet 
Merthyr 
arrington 


Hosiery 
Pet Oct 2 


t, Abera- 
fastens 

Yeovil 
gh Court 

High 
; Oct 
am Pet 
iton Pet 
Vewtown 
y Scar 
» Baker 
Jogineer 
on Pet 
Pet Nov 
x Wol- 
Bradford 
cory 
ry Pe 
Durham 
ia Pet 
8, Tailor 
at Novd 


+ Hassevy, Georas WILLIAM, Fulham, Baker 


Nov. 14, 1903. 
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Wu11aMms, Joun, Morriston, Glam, Carpenter Swansea; 
Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 

Wi.s0n, a Bramley, Eastin Gardener Leeds Pet Nov 4 
Ord 


Amended notice substituted for that  —raaaale in the 
London Gazette of Oct 3 
BexsetT, JoserH, Cheetham Gill, a Grocer 
Manchester Pet Oct23 Ord Oct 28 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Buries, Cartes Starrorp, Bath, Grocer 
Aug 16, 1894 Annul Oct 29, 1903 


Bondon Gazette. —Turspay, Novy 10. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
BaILey, Le Dover, Draper Canterbury Pet Oct 17 Ord 
Nov 


Bixe, Waxes, Sandvich, Kent, Builder Canterbury Pet 
Nov4 Or 

Burouer. EvizaBeru, * emeteas Hosier Cockermouth 
Pet Nové6 Ord Nov 

CLarKson, WILLIAM oo, Hoyland, ar eae, Green- 
grocer Barnsley Pet Nov5 Ord Noy 

CrowLey, Mary Ans Exvizaserna, Pattishall, “Northampton, 
Farmer Northampton Pet Nov5 Ord N 

Farrueab, Atrrep, Westcliff on Sea, Essex, Builder High 
Court Pet Nov5 Ord Nov5 

FrankLane, Luke, Bramley, Leeds, Plumber Leds Pet 
Nov5 Ord Novi 

@uoves, Evcenie, Chelmsford, Mineral Water Manufac- 
turer Chelmsford Pet Nov6 Ord Nov6 

Greaves, Jonn Samu, Oldham, Cotton Yarn Reeler 
Oldham Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 

Hates, Epwarp, Lowestoft, Bricklayer Gt Yarmouth 
Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 5 

Hari, Wittiam Caries, Queen’s Ferry. Flint, pany 
Station Master Chester Pet Nov7 Ord Nov 

Hartiey, Cuarvtes, Wellington st, ‘Strand, ‘Theatrical 

—~ = High Court Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 

Horxrys, Jouy, esteg,Glam, Tailor Cardiff Pet Nov 5 
Ord Nov 5 

Hussarp, CoartesF Reperick, Horseferry rd, Westminster, 
Oven Manufacturer High Court Pet Oct6 Ord Nov 6 

Jounson, James, Rotherham, Yorks, Boot Dealer Sheffield 
Pet Nov5 Ord Nov5d 

Jounson, Wavrer, Leicester,Tailor Leicester Pet O 4 30 
Ord Nov 5 

Kerr LEWELL, Gzorce Tomas, Haxby, Yorks, Licensed 
Victualler York Pet Nov6 Ord Nové 

Mace, Exvuiorr Witi1aKk Graves. Newport, Tailor 
port, Mon Pet Nov6é Ord Nov6é 

Maginorski, Lazarus, Shettield, Tailor Sheftield Pet Oct 
13 Ord Nov 5 

RanDALL, WILLIAM Augustus, weiegam, Tailor Notting- 
ham Pet Nov7 Ord Nov 

RarciiFFg, JOHN, Hoerngate, Gas Fittings Dealer York 
Pet Nov6 Ord Nov6 

-—ny Mowsray, Herne Bay Canterbury Pet Sept 22 

ov7 

Soromons & Rosey, Colonial av, Minories, 
High Court Pet Oct 13 Ord Nov 5 

SranTon, Isaac Francis, Brompton rd, South Kensington, 
Ironmonger High Court Pet Nov7 Ord Nov7 

Srockrr, Witt1AmM Haywoop Souruwoon, New Brompton, 
Gillingham, General Store Keeper Rochester Pet 
Nov6é Ord Nov 6 

Voumann, F J, Walthamstow High Court Pet Oct 15 
Ord Novi 

Waiter, WituiaM Freperick, Luton, Straw Hat Manu- 
facturer Luton Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 

Waterman, Wititiam Henry, Cullum st, Fenchurch st, 
Architect High Court Pet Sept18 Ord Nov5 

Wenves, Tuomas Jonas, Newport, { of W, Woodman 
Newport Pet Nov5 Ord Nov5 
Amended notice substituted for that a in the 

London Gazette of Nov 3: 

Lurr. Taomas Cuasves, Tintern, Mon, Assistant Overseer 

Newport, Mon Pet Oct16 Ord Oct 30 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Arxix, Birrett, & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne, Builders 
Nov 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 
Tyne 

Sunsr, Joan Francis Skinyer, Dover, Draper Nov 19 at 
9.30 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

Baryes, Francis Sou OMON, Witney, Oxford, Plumber Nov 
18at3 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Bixe, Wavrer, Sandwich, Kent, Builder Nov 19 at 9.15 
Off Rec, 63, Castle st, Canterbury 

Brracuatt, Oswaxp, Leeds, Woollen Manufacturer Novy 
19ati1l Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Poscuser, E, Twickenham Nov 19 at 12 
Bedtord row 

Baivce, James, Walsall, Grocer Nov 20 at1i Off Rec, 
Wolverhampton 

Butuarp, Kare, 8t Albans, Dressmaker Novi19 at 3 Off 
Rec, 14, Bedford row 

Bu.iock, Jouyx Frepeaick, Leicester, Baker Nov 18 at 12 
or ff Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

DaviEs, Davip Joun, Dowiais, Glam, Grocer Nov 19 at 12 
135, High st. Merthyr Tydfil 

Fairugap, A.rrep, Westcliff on Sea, Essex, Builder Noy 
20atl Bankrup.cy bldgs, Carey st 

Francis, Joun, Cardiff, Boot Dealer Nov19at11 117, St 
Mary st, Cardiff 

FRANKLAND, Luxe, Bramle ne. Seems, Plumber Novy 18at12 
Off Ree, 22, Park row, 

Frisk, Rewnotn, _— Clerk Nov 19 at 11.30 117,85 


ry 8' 

GuILpiNa, Macp E, Blackgang, nr Ventnor, I of W Nov 
21ati2 Of Ree, 19, Quay st, Newport, Iof W 

Nov 20 at 12 


Bath Adjud 


New- 


Furriers 


Off Ree, 14, 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Istir, Eowarp Watuacer, Selly Park, Worcester, Builder 
Nov 18 ac 12 174, Corporation st, Birmin gham 

Jaconson, NATHAN, Hi htown, Manchesten Ironmonger 
Nov 20 at 2.30 Off , Byrom st, Manchester 

Torus, AuLEn, Cardiff, Insurance Agent Novy 19at3 117, 
St Mary st, Cardiff 








SYSTEM OF 








LMERRYWEATHER 


Ow Eseixe anp Hatrizip Pump. 


MERRY WEATHERS’ 


Reports Prepared, 


WATER SUPPLY 
to ESTATES, &c. 





Water Found, 
Pumps Fixed. 





Write for Pamphlet. 


FIRE PROTECTION 


On up-to-date Principles. 





ELECTRIC LIGHTING 


on Merryweathers’ Safe System. 








MERRYWEATHERS, 
68, LONG ACRE, LONDON, W.C. 








Jones, Lewis Moreay, Pontycymmer, Glam, Carpenter 
Noy 19 at 12.30 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
KerTLewELL, GrorcEe Taomas, Haxby, Yorks, Licensed 
Victualler Nov 23 at 3 Off Rec, The Red House, 
Duncombe pl, York 

Lewis, Bessamin, Nantmel, meinen, Carpenter Nov 25 at 
10.30 1, High st, Newto 

LorTHousE Tom, Norton Malton, Yorks, Jockey Nov 18at 
4 7, Newborough, .~ rborough 

Metsou, Henry, King’s orcester Nov 18 at 11 
174, C~ ration st, tk, 

Morcax, REDERICK WILLIAM, Canning eee Draper 
Nov 20at11 Ba iptcy , Carey 

NEALE, a, Guestwick, Norfo! 4 -~4y Nov 21 at 1 
Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

O’DonneELL, Faancis, Leeds, Builders’ Contractor Nov 18 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Perks, Beanaap Bisiron, Wolverhampton, 
Nov 20at 11.30 Off Rac, Wolverhamptoa 

Porrer, WILLIAM, Bradford, house Keeper Nov 18 at 
3 Off Rec , 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Raroutrre, pty Harrogate, Gas Fittings Dealer Nov 23 
at 2.30° Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

RicuaRpson, @ARLING, Windermere, Farmer Nov 18 
at 10.15 The Grosvenor Hotel, Stramongate, Kendal 


Printer 


12 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Seriway, Hen — Williamstown, Pen 
at 12 135, High st, Merthyr Ty 
Smart, Tuomas ENRY, Batley Nov 18 at 11 Off Ree, 
Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 
Sotomons & Rosen, Colonial av, Minories, Furriers Nov 18 


at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Sreeconty, WitiiamM Geures, Ambleside, Westmorland, 
Livery Stable Keeper Noy 18 at 10 The Grosvenor 
Hotel, Stramongate, Kendal 

Seencer, Joun, Rotherham, Yorks, Cycle Dealer Novy 18 
atit O Rec, F in, She el 

Srorr, Joan Evterker, Saltburn by the Sea, Tailor Nov 
20at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Voumann, FJ, Walthamstow Nov 19 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Warp, Artuur, Ashford, Kent, Tailor Nov 19 at9 Off 
Ree 68, le st, Canter bury 

Wass, Henay Groce. Thorneywood, Nottingham, Builder 
Nov 18 at12 Off Reo, 4, Castle pl P Park oe Ne sw 

Warerman, WILLIAM Heney, 
Nov 18 at 11 Bankruptcy thane os omy 

We ts, Harry Turovorg, ~) or ag Sal u Nov 20 at 3 

Rec, Byrom st, este . 

Wenves, Tuomas Jonas, Newport, I of Ww, ote Nov 

2lat3 Off Rec, 19, Quay st, Ne 
Tv 18 at 11 


Witson, Joun, Bramley, 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, ee 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov 6: 


Tay.tor, Ricnarp Browy, Skirbeck, nr Boston, Lines, 
poner Nov 23 at 12:15 Otf Rec, vi and 6, West st, 
mn 


oo 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Anscuutz, Pav. Oscar, pehepegete st Without High 
Court Pet Oct? Ord Nov7 
Bennetr, Ricuarp, Exeter, Baker Exeter Pet Noy 2 
Ord Noy 2 
Bina, Wavrer, Sandwich, Kent, Builder Canterbury Pet 
ova ‘ov 4 


Rennes, Jaman, Walsall, Grocer Walsall Pet Oct 30 Ord 
ov 


| Hares, Epwarp, Lo 


Hopxrys, 
Row es, Cuaistopuer, Cardiff, Channel Pilot Nov 19 at | 


ig, Collier Nov 18 | 


| Maetnorsxr, Lazarus, Sh 





| — Karte, St Albans, Dressmaker St Albans Pet 


ww 29 Ord Nov4 
Burcuer, Exvizasera, wang, Hosier Cockermouth 
‘Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 
SoLoman, Linuelly, Jeweller Carmarthen Pet 
17 Ord Nov 4 
Crarkson, WILLIAM HENRY, oy 8 Ont weenie. Green- 
Coteman, Harry, Harlow, Essex, Ironmonger Hertford 
Pet Oct 26 Ord Nov 3 ; 
Frankvanp, Luxe, Bramley, Leeds, Plumber Leeds Pet 
Nov 5 Nov 5 
Fry, Guy Mortimer, Broadstairs Canterbury Pet Sept 21 


Ord Nov 7 
Gover, Eocestr, Ch Mineral a Manufacturer 
Chelmsford Ord Nov 6 


Cuisy, 
Be] 


elmsford, 
Pet Nov 6 
Govu.psmira, a oar toy A ‘erry aa ae. Jeweller’s 


Manager rd Nov 6 
Greaves, Joun Samvust, Olina Cotton Yarn Reeler 
Oidham Pet Novi Ord Nové 


Bricklayer Gt Yarmouth 
Pet Nov5 Ord Nov5 


Hakrtiey, os Ww st, Strand, Theatrical 
t Count Pet NovS Ord Nov5 


is omy, teg, Glam, Tailor Cardiff Pet Noy 
ov 
sone, James, Rotherham, Boot Dealer Sheffield Pet 
Nov'5 Ord Nov5 
KerrLewe.L, Georer Tuomas, Haxby, Yorks, Licensed 
Victualler York Pet Nov6 Ord Nov6é 
MoRar, James, Fenchurch ay, Civil High Court 
- Pet June 4g eg ian 
ADDICOTT ALTER, Devon, Lice 
Victualler. Exeter Pet Oct 22 "Ord Nov 4 
Tailor Sheffield Pet 
Oct 13 Ord Nov 6 
ao Henry, one bane Worcester Birmingham 
pt 25 
Miter, Emtty fe ay Tunbridge Wells High Court Pet 
Aug 2i Ord Nov 4 
— — Guestwick, Norfolk Farmer Norwich Pet 
Ord Nov 5 
me Frank, Nuneaton, Tailor Coventry Pet 
R a WwW more, seeingham, Tailor 
ANDALL, WILLIAM AUGUSTUs, Not- 
2 a Nov7 hong a | ° 
ATCLIFFE, JOHN, : Fittings Dealer York 
Pet Nové Ord 


| Rowan, _Cunieroriten, Cardiff Channel Pilot Cardiff Pet 


Nov 2 


Suara, Freperick Cowniey, Newcastle on Tyne, Builder 


castle on Tyne Pet Oct 10 Ord Nov 5 
der st, St 


1 fp 
Court Oct '19 


Ord Nov 5 


Draper High Court 


| Srocker, Witt1am Haywoop Sournwoop, New Brompton, 
i K General Store K: Rochester 


“ Pet = 6 ‘ord Nov 6 - of W, 
ENDES, jomas Jonas, Newport, I Woodman 
Newport and Ryde Pet NovS Ori Nov5S’ 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soxicirors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Nov. 14 1903. 








N o WwW READY. 
60th Year of Publication 


THE 


SOLICITORS’ 
DIARY, 


ALMANAC, 
LEGAL DIGEST, & DIRECTORY 


‘OR 


This old-established and important 
nual is now universally recognized 
as the most useful 
LECAL AND COMPREHENSIVE DIARY 
ever published. 





Prices, 3s. 6d., 5s., Gs., & 8s. 6d., 


aegatiog te Diary Space and Binding; and in the 5s., 6s., 
and 8s. 6d. Editions there will be the additional features 
of a PAGED DIARY and an INDEX to same, and the 
8s. 6d. is now arranged with each day’s Diary com- 
mencing on the left-hand side of the opening. 


WATERLOW & SONS, 


LIMITED, 
LONDON WALL, LONDON. 


Loxpon GUARANTEE and ACCIDENT 
COMPANY (LIMITED), 

The Company’s Bonds Accepted by the High Court as 
SECURITY for RECEIVERS, LIQUIDATORS and AD- 
MINISTRATORS, for COSTS in Actions where security 
yA yall iven by the gee Trade for 

CIALS ler the Bankru Act, and by the Scotch 
Courts, &c., &c. ate , 
Guarantees given in the Inland Revenue, Excise, and all 
RNMENT Departments. 
facilities to avoid delay in completion of security 
and Bankruptcy Cases. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY. 

The responsibility of Employers under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1897, the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
and at Common Law insured against. 

. Applications for Agencies invited. 
E.G. LAUGHTON ANDERSON, Secretary. 

61, Moorgate-street, London, E.C. * 


Rk. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS; payment by result. 
—Particulars “ gain, personally or by letter, at 93, 











[AR silttce (25 ; Cambridge Graduate), 
experienced in Conveyancing, Trust, Probate, 1 
Estate Duty, and willing to make himself generally useful, 
Desires ig and General Clerkship.—Apply W. D. 
Faescn, 117, Adelaide-road, 8. Hampstead. 


L2e40r DUTY CLERKSHIPS, Inland 
enue; Examination Jan. 12 ‘next; age limits 
21-27; salary £150-£700 ; open to Solicitors, United Kieg- 
dom ; preparation ; full details of appoint- 
— Inrgniar Congesvoxpexce CoLiEce, 
_ Hall, London, E.C. 1,200 Successes ; thirty-four 


WANTED, an exceptionally able Managing 
Clerk, age 28 to 30 years; must be a gentleman, and 
ee gg at his rth gn aes Mercantile 
. Com; ork in jcular; must be 
Willing to go abroad to the Hast if Faery easy hours in 
5 10r @ really able man lacking prospects an excel- 

lent 75 Syptionn , in YY, must state fully 
and references, also where educated. — Write 

» 999, care Deacon's Advertising Offices, Leadenhall-street. 











To Students attending Legal Glasses. 
CoMPORTABLE APARTMENTS, with or 
without Board ; room and bicycle shed; terms 
moderate. — ly, Mrs. L. (Wid vlicitor’ 
Benepe) 3 Aldcimookinsad, Capham Gonmon {West 


SELDEN SOCIETY. 


FOUNDED 1887. 
To encourage the study and advance the knowledge of the History 
of English Law. 


Patron: HIS MAJESTY THE KING. 
Presipent: THE —— yo er 
ae nu. § THE How. Mr. Justice ; 

Vice-PRESIDENTS Mr. RENSHAW, K.C. 
Literary Director: Proressor MAITLAND. 
Annual Subscription: ONE GUINEA. Life Membership 
(or 30 years for Libraries, &c.): TWENTY GUINEAS. 


Each Member receives the publication for the year of 
subscription, and may subscribe for any previous year. 
Special arrangements for Libraries, &c,, requiring a com- 
plete set of past Publications. 

Hon. Secretary: Mr. B. Fosserr Lock, 
11, New-square. Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 
Hon. Treasurer: Mr. Francis K. Munton, 
Montpelier House, Twickenham 
Further particulars may be obtained from the Secretary or 
Treasurer. 


Nore.—Publications already issued (price 28s. each to 

Non-Members) : (I.) Select Pleas of the wn. (II.) Select 
Manorial Pleas. (IL1.) Select Civil Pleas. \(IV.) The Court 
Baron. (V.) Leet Jurisdiction in Norwich. (VI.) Select 
Admiralty Pleas (Vol. 1). (VII.) The Mirror of Justices. 
VIII.) Bracton and Azo. (IX.) The Coroners’ Rolls. 
(X.) Select Cases in Chancery. (XI.) Select Admiralty 
Pleas (Vol. 2). (XII.) The Court of uests. (XIII) 
Select Pleas of the Forests. (XIV.) Beverley Town Docu- 
ments. (XV.) The Exchequer of the Jews. 





AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— ‘ 


s. d. 
Abstracts Copied od «« © 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts ea «. 2 3 per 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand ., «. © 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted om .» 2 O per sheet, 
Full Copies ee one «. 0 2 per folio. 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet; Draft, $d. ditto; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 





£5 00 to £25,000, or Upwards.—Loans 

on permanent mortgage can be immediately 
arranged on good Freehold or Leasehold Securities, Rever- 
sions, Absolute Life Interests, or other eligible Securities. 
Weeklies not entertained. Not trust funds. — Apply, 
Wiiuram P. Neat, Esq., Solicitor, Pinner’s Hall, Great 
Winchester-street, London E.C. 





} EQUIRED to Purchase, Freehold Build- 
ing Estate within the four mile radius for the 
creation of ground-rents; no commission wanted as the 


ticulars, with plan and price required, to Epcar H. 
Bituiscuvusst, Auctioneer and Surveyor, 21, High-street, 
London Bridge, 8.E. 


purchasers pay the advertiser’s fees.—Address full par- | 








£15,000, and £10,000 to be 
£45,000 
Mortgage of Landed Estates and other High Class Pro- 
perty ; must be large margin ; also £270,000 at 4 per Cent. ; 
all Trust Funds.—Apply, Messrs. E.paipar, Sons, & Co., 
Surveyors, 3, Bucklersbury, London, E.C. 





TO TRUSTEES.—The safest and least 

troublesome Investment for Trust Funds are well- 
secured Freehold Ground-Rents, which improve in value 
yearly.— Messrs. E.pripce, Sons, & Co., Surveyors, 3, 
Sar SE men London, E.C., will be pleasd to supply 
particulars of parcels from £500 to £100,000 in value paying 
from 3} to nearly 4 per Cent. 


Advanced at 3% per Cent. upon | 





— 


NOW READY. 


LEGAL DIARY 


ALMANAC, 


AND 


COMPLETE LEGAL DIRECTORY 


1904. 


Recognized everywhere as the 
Best and Most Comprehensive 


Diary for Solicitors 
and Barristers, 





Prices: 3s. 6d., 5s., 6s., and 8s. 64, 
according to Diary Space. 


Waterlow Bros. & Layton, 


LIMITED, 


24 & 25, BIRCHIN LANE, E.C. 


Nov: 2: 
————— 


LANCAS 
I 


HEAD O 
E 

This C 
HM. COUR 


The ‘‘( 
ACCIDEN 
Capital Sum 


Policies ar 
men’s Comp 
and at Comr 


———_ 


C ( 


50, REGE 


Suitable c 
THE LI 


Mortgage 





GYPTIAN HALL.—Lessee and Manager, 

Mr. J. N. MASKELYNE.—Performances daily at 

and 8.—* THE PHILOSOPHER’S STONE,” invented and 

written by Mr. Nevil Maskelyne. New Wonders by Her 

Valadon. Marvellous Celestial Magic. Thought Trans 

ference by Mechanism. The Mysterious Drum that Can't 
be Beaten. Gems of Animated Photography, &c., &c. 


LasetieD E PPS’S tins onty. 


SORENESS AND DRYNESS. 
HOARSENESS, TICKLING AND IRRITATION. 


THROAT » COUGH 


SOFTEN AND CLEAR THE VOICE. 
ALWAYS EFFECTIVE. 


72° _JUJUBES—132° 





JAMES EPPS & CO., Ltd., Hommopathic Chemists, 
London. 








FOR (IRON) 














“ILLUSTRATED wammle 
Caravoques Free. 


WOLVERHAMPTON: 


WRITE TO 
THE 
MERS. | 
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